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CHURCH HISTORY. 


SYNOPSIS. 


INTRODUCTION TO CHURCH HISTORY. 


I. Subject of Chureh History. 


Inquire, first, What is the Idea of History ? secondly, What is the Idea 
of the Church? as each term is used in the phrase “ Church History.” 

§ 1. History.— Uses of the word “History.” Analysis of the Idea: 
Events occur in space and time; in a series; are to be studied in their 
causes; [Aristotle’s classification of causes; application of this division ; 
main use of it; “ bare” fact, “exact” fact, often not — the historical fact ;] 
in their development; [development — evolution; more than growth from 
a germ; general acceptance of the conception ; its fruitfulness, its nature, 
and some of its characteristics — a formal idea, denotes a process, not the 
subject, moving forces, nor specific end of the process; importance of re- 
taining the principle that events are to be studied in their causes; crit- 
icism of Dr. Shedd’s definition ; specific type of evolution given in history ; 
some of its marks—selection of ends, spiritual ideals, dependence and 
moral obligation, law and fact of sacrifice]. Definition. Distinguish His- 
tory from Chronicles; from Archaeology, from Biography. Different 
methods of writing History — their key. Define Narrative History ; 
Dramatic; Pragmatic; Idealistic; Religious. 

§ 2. Church.— Three terms to be considered: Bactreia, éxxAnoia, 
church (ro xuptaxov). Why begin with the older? Characteristics in- 
dicated in Exodus xix. 38-6? General characteristics given in the New 
Testament. Inferences. Special Characteristics —The Principle, Goal, 
Visibility, Condition in the world, Law of Growth, of the Church. Defi- 
nition of the Subject of Church History. Definition of Church History. 

§ 3. Relation of Church History to other branches of Theology. 


II. Sourees of Ckurch History. 
Definition of ‘ Sources.” Classification. Three grounds of distinction. 


Classes thus obtained. Best method. 


III. Methods of Division and Arrangement of the Materials of 
Church History. 


§1. Three grounds of division. Three methods. Relative value of 
each. Method of Eusebius. Of the Mediaeval Historians. Of Baronius. 
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Of Flacius. Of Mosheim. Of Schrockh. Of Neander and Gieseler. 
Of later Historians, — Schaff, Kurz, Moller, Miiller. 

§ 2. Chronological Divisions— Nomenclature. A. Epochs. What con- 
stitutes an Epoch. The Eras of Church History. Corresponding Epochs. 
Reasons for adopting A.D. 750 as an Epochal year. Special treatment 
required by Western Christianity. Characterize the three Eras in re- 
spect to Geographical Sphere, Nationalities, the State, Polity, Doctrine, 
Ethics, Results. B. Periods. — Define the Periods into which the His- 
tory divides. 

§ 8. Rubrical Divisions. — Method of Neander. Of Dr. Schaff. How 


_do we obtain the true grounds of Rubrical Division? Central .Prin- 


ciple in Church History. Three Special Centres. Arrangement of the 


. Materials: Three Parts;.Three Rubrics for each Part. Apply these 
_ Rubrics to the Preparative Part; to the Constitutive Part; to. Church 
. History proper. 


Ty. > Value - Church History to the Theologian and Preacher. 
Method of Study. 





_ A HISTORY OF CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE; 


’ 
7 ’ 


OR 


THE APPREHENSION OF THE CHRISTIAN 


a FAITH AS TRUTH. 


INTRODUCTION. 


*§ 1. Definition —Subject— Common meaning of the phrase “ Christian 
Doctrine.” New Testament use of the word doypa [Luke ii. 1; Eph. ii. 
15; Acts xv. 25, 28; xvi. 4]; Patristic; Mediaeval; Semler’s [ deypa= 
doga]; Hegelian; Harnack’s. Objective basis. [edayyéAcov, xypuypa 
amootoAixov ]. Subjective basis. Authority. Form — Relation of déypa 


‘ to Kypvyya. Sphere— Where and how wrought out. Relation to the 


Church. Tests. Illustrate from Acts xv. 22-29. 
', § 2.. Method.— Sketch of its history [Lange, Miinscher, (Murdock), 


‘Augusti, Baumgarten Crusius, Kliefoth, Engelhardt, Meier, Hagenbach, 


Strauss, Baur, Beck, Gieseler, Neander, Niedner, Schmid, Schwane, 
Shedd, Nitzsch, Thomasius, Sheldon, Harnack, Loofs]. Its Principle. 
Distribution of Materials. Chronological divisions. 
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THE ANCIENT ERA. 


THE ANCIENT CHURCH: FROM CLEMENT OF ROME 
TO JOHN OF DAMASCUS. A.D. 100-750. 7 


DIVISION I. ae 


THE APPREHENSION OF CHRISTIANITY AS TRUTH AS 
SHOWN IN THE CREED OF THE CHURCH AND: IN ITS 
MAINTENANCE. 


BOOK I. . ; 
THE CREED IN THE SECOND CENTURY. TO c. A.D. 290. | 


CHAPTER I.—The Symbols. - 


§ 1. Meaning of the phrase 7d cvpPoAov. Similar use of the phrasé 
‘The Creed.” ' Origin of the early Baptismal Confessions.— Custom sug- 
gested by 1 Tim. vi. 12; Acts viii. 37. What implied in Acts ii.' 38-41 ; 
x. 48; xviii. 8; xviii. 24-xix. 7; Matt. xxviii. 16-20; Didaché vii. 1-3 ? 
Form of the Confessions — On Jewish soil. Earliest Expansion. Later 
Symbols —as in the De Sacramentis, and c. A.D. 748 (Boniface) in ‘Old 
Low German. What indicated as to very early expansion in the writings 
of Ignatius and Irenaeus? Contents and probable date of the Old Roman 
Creed. Relation to the other Western Symbols. The Eastern Symbols— 
Their variety, archetype, special characteristics (Harnack). Design and 
use of the Symbols — personal confession, relation to the Kypvyya,; spon- 
taneousness. Why expanded? Different methods in the East and West: 


CHAPTER II.— Conflicting Apprehensions of Christianity. 
J. Judaic Christianity. - 


§ 2. Introductory. Jewish Christianity to c. A.D. 1386.—Three Minor 
Periods. Three Phases in the first of these Periods. Success of Jewish 
Proselytism. Two Classes of Gentile adherents to Judaism. Series of 
facts by which the relation of pagan converts to the true Israel was 
brought before the Jewish Christian Church [Acts i ii., viii., xi. 20, xiii. 
xiv. 23]. Question before the Council at Jerusalem [Acts xv.]. Signifi- 
cance of the cry for circumcision. Variety of motives combining to this 
demand — yevdadeAGoi, conditional necessity, prudential and missionary 
reasons. Position of the majority [Acts xi. 18, xv. 18, 14 (Aads) sqq., 
xxi. 20 (c. A.D. 58)]. Position of Paul [Acts xxi. 17-26, Ga). ii. 9, Rom. 
xi, Gal. iii. 28]. In: what sense did Paulinism prevail ? - Epp. of the. 
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Imprisonment. Special questions:—Did the decisions of the Council 
(Acts xv.) put Gentile Christians on the footing of Proselytes of the Gate ? 
Did it require social union? How farapplicable? Probable explanation 
of the long tenure of Jewish observances in the Church of Jerusalem. 
Characteristics of the Second Minor Period. Influence of the destruction 
of Jerusalem. Neander’s opinion. In what particular questionable. Out- 
line of the history during the Third Minor Period. 

§ 8. Ebionism. — Patristic notices. From whose time regarded as he- 
retical? Gieseler’s division. Three classes of Ebionites now discrimi- 
nated. Epiphanius’s Na{wpatcr. Jerome’s Nazaraei (Hebionitae, Hebi- 
onitarum socii). Can this party be historically traced to the primitive 
church at Jerusalem (Pella)? Insufficiency of the evidence to prove 
the continuous existence of a Nazarene sect. Probable way in which 
this party became separated from the Catholic Church and identified with 
the Ebionites. Ava@jxar trav 18" ratpiopyav. Characteristics of the 
Ebionites (EBwwvator). By whom first mentioned. Origin of the name 
(773%). Relation to Jewish Christianity. When did this party become 
a sect? Locality, numbers, and influence. Vhilosophising Ebionism — 
Other names. Which preferred. Sources of information respecting it. 
Probable allusion to it in Col. ii. 8-23. Combination of theosophy, Jew- 
ish ordinances and asceticism, all with a practical aim. Further traces in 
the tenets and jractices of the Elkesaites. Probable origin of the name 


("92 Dam). Oriental, Essene, and Christian elements in the book EI- 
kesai. Rejection of sacrifices and parts of the Old Testament. Obliga- 
tion of circumcision and the law. Their Christology. Compared with that 
of the vulgar Ebionites. The Clementines. Aim and method of this 
species of Ebionism. Resemblance to those of Neo-Platonism. Result. 
Estimate of the influence of Ebionism. Its duration. 


II. Gnosticism. 


§ 4. Origin and General Characteristics.—Conquests of Alexander [B.C. 
836-323]. Fusion of opinions. Inquiry awakened. Participation. Aim 
of pre-Christian Gnosticism. Two-fold influence of Christianity upon it. 
Aim of Christian Gnosticism. Its Theosophic character. Its conception 
and treatment of the gospel, Questions with which it dealt. In what 
respect justifiable? Its three-fold mistake — as to the essence of Christi- 
anity and the relation of knowledge to faith; its treatment of the his- 
torical facts of Christianity; the control of its Christian materials by 
foreign conceptions. Its eclecticism. Its Dualism. Its Method. 

§ 5. Particular Tenets of Gnosticism.—(Statement by Nitzsch). Its 
doctrine of the Divine Nature; its dualism (vA); origin of the sensible 
world; separation of a Former from the true God}; personified Powers 
or Aeons—their office ; man and his sin — three principles, three classes, 
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basis of each, attainment of each; Redemption —-its nature; the Redeemer; 
the historic Christ—docetic treatment of his humanity; treatment of 
Scripture. [Note on its historical course. Principle of classification 
adopted by Neander; by Baur. Criticism. Hilgenfeld’s attempt to trace 
a development through three stadia — Semitic, Hellenic, Catholicising]. 
Period of conflict with Gnosticism. Character of the contest. 

. Ill. Reactionary or Reformatory Movemenis. 

§ 6. Montanism.—A. Its external history. — Montanus; date and lo- 
cality of his appearance; his claim; reception; followers [Priscilla, Maxi- 
milla]; immediate and secondary results. Judgment passcd upon Mon- 
tanism by the Churches of Asia Minor. In the extant Christian litera- 
ture of the Second Century. By Neander. Separation from the Church. 
Duration. Tertullian’s connection with Montanism. Personal character- 
istics favorable to its acceptance. His principal Montanistic writings 
[De Corona Militis, De Virginibus Velandis, De Fuga in Persecutione, 
De Monogamia, De Jejuniis, De Pudicitia]. Chicf tenets and characteristic 
of Montanism as exhibited in Tertullian’s writings —Its doctrine of Proph- 
ecy. How were its revelations received and delivered? [Montanus’s 
figure of a lyre; Tertullian’s phrascology, amentia, excidat sensu] Rela- 
tion to the pagan divination (uavttxy) and to Philo’s theory of Hebrew 
prophecy [Gre pev yap his érrduer 7d Ociov, dverat ro dvOpumwvov, Gre 
5 éxeivo Sve, tour dvioxes kal dvatéAAa. ... Aca rotro 4 Svots Tov 
Aoywrpod Kat TO wEpi airov oxdros, Exotacw Kal Oechdpyrov paviav 
éyévvyce]|. Position of early opponents of Montanism [zapa to xara 
mapddoow Kai Kata Scadoxny avudev THs éxxAnoias (Bos nO mpcpyter- 
ovta.— AAN Gye Wevdorpopyrys év wapexotacea ... xatacrpédwy Ee 
eis dxovotoy paviay Wouxns. ... Tovroy dé rov rpomov, ovre Twa TOY KaTa 
THv waaay ovTEe TOV KATA THY Kay TVvEvpaTogopyOevta mpodyTny 
deigar Suvyoovrat, ovre “AyaBoy, ovre “lotdav, ovre Stray, ovre ras Purin- 
wou Ovyarépas ... ore 59 twas GAAovs pydey adrois mpoonxovtas Kav- 
xnoovrat, — dety yap elvat To mpogytixoy xdpiopa ev mdoy TH éxxAnoig 
Pept THs TeXefas mapovoias, 6 amdoToAos agit: GAN’ ovK Gy exorev 
deifar, recoaperxawéxatov non mov TovTo éros dad THs MagpidAns 
reXevrys|. Later writers [Clem. Alex., Origen]. Continuance of the 
new Prophecy as a characteristic of the (spiritual) church [Et ideo 
ecclesia quidem delicta donabit; sed ecclesia spiritus per spiritalcm 
hominem, non ecclesia numerus episcoporum]. Design of the new rey- 
elations. Doctrine of the church. Of the millenial kingdom. Of the 
requirements of Christian life. C. General conceptions which underlie 
Montanism. — Relation of the supernatural or spiritual in Christianity 
to the natural; Conditions of religious progress; Nature of Christian 
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Ethies; the Church. D. The more important. relations of Montanism 
to the general history of the church — Time of its appearance, marks 
a boundary line, trust in the truth, recognition of the rights of reason ; 
a reformatory reaction against the progress of eccesiastical consolidation ; 
its inefficiency as a reform, reason for this, forms in wien its ideas appear 
in the Papacy; probable good results. 

§ 7. Marcionism.— Ways of apprehending Christianity thus far studied 
—faith in a personal divine revelation ; from the point of view of national 
Judaism ; theosophic and rationalistic; supernaturalistic. Distinctive 
aim of Marcionism. Relation to Judaism. What element of Gnosticiem 
retained. /J)ifference from{ Gnosticism. Likeness and unlikeness to 
Montanism. Its method of reform. Jis Founder — probable source of 
Epiphanius’s statements [Hippolytus’s Syntagma]. Marcion's early his- 
tory. His excommunication. Probable cause. Transactions at Rome- 
Dispute on Matt. ix. 17, 16. Result. Inferences. Marcion’s -threat. 
His activity in spreading his opinions [xara wav yévos c. 140-150 A.D.] 
Residence at Rome [sub Aniceto, c. A.D. 154-165]. Class of persons 
whom he sought to influence. His method—the Antitheses, Bible, 
churches. His relation to Cerdon, his early asceticism [povd{wv] and 
probable Gnosticism; Motive of the latter; appropriation of Cerdon’s 
teaching; Marcion’s superiority [Marcion episcupus meus fuit]. Princi 
ples and method of his reformation — What included in his ‘AvriGéces 
and in his Canon? Hisfundamental question. His reasoning upon Luke 
vi. 43 and Isa. xlv. 7, dnd conclusion. His conception of Christ. Of His 
revelation [unam et hospitam divinitatem in Christo suo revelatam]. 
Common statement of his doctrine of God. Criticism. Two Messiahs. 
Relation of Jesus Christ to the Creator of the world and its order. His 
entrance into the world. His body. His death. Harnack’s interpreta- 
tion. Tertullian’s [nihil enim pagsus est, qui non vere est passus; vere 
autem pati phantasma non potuit. Eversum est igitur totum dei opus. 
Totum Christiani nominis et pondus et fructus, mors Christi, negatur]. 
Person of Christ. Resurrection. Reversal of the common opinion as to 
those saved by Christ in Hades. Church discipline. Epiphanius’s testi- 
mony to its extension. Tertullian’s language [plerisque nec notum]. 
By whom combated. Itsstrength. Celsus’ implied comparison [Zagas ye 


Tov ao peydAns éxxAnoias TotTo Suodcyovvrwy]. Causes of its success 
—the ferment of thought, antipathy to Judaism [Celsus’ taunt], Mar- 
cion’s personality, his Bible, his exaltation of Christ, his care for the 
masses. His Judaizing conception of God. His movement not a critical 
reaction. Basis of his Biblical revision. With whom was the historical 
sense of the time? His need of Hellenism. 
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-’ CHAPTER III.—The Apprehension of Christianity as con- | 
: ditioned by the foregoing Oppositions. 


§8.. The Rules of Faith. —[% miotts (received by the church apa trav 
dmooréAwy Kat Tov éxeivwy pabyrav) ; TO Kypvypa THs GAnGeias ; 7 7a- 
padoats; 6 xavav THs dAyOeias dxAwys; THS ovons ExxAnoias macys 
piav kat THv auTyv tiotw éxovons els mavTa TOV KOopOY ; ordo traditio- 
nis quam [apostoli] tradiderunt iis quibus committebant ecclesias; illa 
vetus apostolorum traditio; 6 xavav éxxAnovactixds ; regula fide]. 
Character and scope of the Rules. Their design. Their Relation to 
public teaching, education, and theology. Testimony of Irenaeus, Clem- 
ent of Alexandria, Origen. Their relation to the Baptismal Confessions. 
General doctrinal significance of the Symbols and Rules— Beginnings of 
a formulated church doctrine; evidence of what was deemed essential 
and unchangeable; of the estimate put upon the facts of Christianity ; 
testimony to them; method of the church’s defense against Gnosticism ; 
faith grounded in revelation; effect upon interpretation of facts; rec- 
ognition of the spiritual authority of the gospel; general judgment of 
the importance, character, and function of the church ; of the fundamen- 
tal relation of the doctrine of the Trinity to Christian life, creeds, and 
theology. 

§ 9. The Old Catholic Theology as developed in opposition to Heresy. — 
Leading Representatives. Their relation to the Symbols and the Rules 
of Faith. Prominence given to the doctrine of the Person of Christ, 

. especially his Divinity. Use of the Logos doctrine. Ultimate questions 
raised by Ebionism and Gnosticism. Answer of the Church. Its method. 
. Answer and method of the Old Catholic theology. Influence upon the 
spirit of ecclesiastical unity. Position taken by Clement of Alexandria. 
Influence upon the conviction that Christianity is a dogmatic faith, and 
that the Church should maintain and develop this faith. Leibnitz’s dis- 
tinction between the Jewish and Christian and the other religions. Quali. 
fication of his remark. . How state the doctrinal supremacy of Christianity 
in.fact and in principle. Elements it provides for doctrinal development 
(facts, interpretation, experience — individual and collective, the living 
and abiding Revelation). Effort to determine the sources of Christian 
knowledge. Central position given to faith. Two conceptions of faith 
and of Christianity beginning to appear. In what systems do they become 
fixed and_ predominant? Clement of Alexandria’s conception of faith — 
distinct from the Gnostic, formula from Isai. vii. 9 Sept., mistake as to 
the characteristic element in faith, as to the goal of faith, as to the kind 
of knowledge most to be prized, later practical result. Tertullian’s ap- 
prehension of Christianity and of faith—the De Praescriptione haereti- 
corum, terms used (nova lex, disciplina; Fides in regula posita est, habens 
legem et salutem in observatione legis). Truth (Isai. ii. 8 quoted by T.) 
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and errors in his conception of the gospel. Method of the Apostolic 
preaching (Acts ii., iii, xiii. 32). Later development in} Latin Christi- 
anity. Error common to both the Greek and Latin types. Explanation 
of the formal difference. Chief causes of the appearance of this error. 


Note on the Problem of the Old Catholic Church. 


Characteristics of the type of Christianity denoted by the phrase ‘the 
Old Catholic Church.’ The Problem to be solved. By whom first defi- 
nitely raised and discussed. Preceding approaches (Madgeburg Centu- 
riators, the Socini, Neander, Baur). Statement and criticism of Ritschl’s 
theory. Summary—Theories of origin [‘a Fall‘] not sustained. Basis of 
doctrinal develorment. Rise of the Epitcopate. Intimate connection 
between the two developments, the doctrinal and political. Two ten- 
dencies. Restraints upon extcrnalism and legalism. Causes of exposure. 
Sacerdotalism came in later. 


BOOK II. 
SOURCES OF KNOWLEDGE OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH. 


§ 10. Preliminary.—Scope of the Subject. Method of Treatment. Two 
implications — source of Christian Faith in divine revelation; this com- 
municated in a normative teaching. Four questions to be considered. 


CHAPTER I.— Recognized Sources. 


§ 11. Testimony prior to A.D. 125.— Epistle of Clement — Date (c. 
A.D. 96). Predominant use of the Old Testament. Additional source 
and rule of faith recognized — the Christian faith embodied in Christ and 
illustrious examples, an anterior teaching (James(?), Peter, Paul, He- 
brews), the words and commandments of Christ, teaching and appoint- 
ments of the Apostles, extra-canonical Scripture. Epistle of Barnabas — 
Dace (79?) Use of the O.T. Function and authority of the Apostles. 
The writer's authority in ccmpariscn. Quotation [as yéypamrat, mcAXot 
kAntot, dAtyou b€ éxxAexroi]. Significance of the formula of citation. 
Conclusion as to source of the citation, recognized authority of the implied 
ypapy, degree of Scriptural authority dependent on that of the writer of 
the ypad7. Possible relation to a new Canon. Acquaintance with 
Fpistles in our Canon. The Didaché— Date (c. A.D. 100, or a little 
later). Coincidences in matter with Matthew’s and I.uke’s Gospels, 
teaching of John (Gospel and 1 Ep.), canonical Epistles. Insufficiency 
of the argument from the words 70 etayyéAccv. What assumed by the 
writer as to the existence of a recognized authority. Probability as 
to its having a written form, ard as to its use in (the churches. Tle 
Epistles of Ignatius — Date (c. 110). His primary authority. Ccm- 
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mission of the Apostles. His own position in comparison. Assumes 
acquaintance of Christians with Christ’s words and deeds, and with 
Apostolic instructions. Source not defined. Doctrines referred to per- 
sons. Usual antithesis. Does he refer to a written Gospel? Sugges- 
tions of the words, xpoogvyav TG evayyeX\iw as capxi Inood Kat rots 
dmocroAos ws mperBurepiy eéxxAncias. Kai Tos mpopyras, K.7.A. 
Three implications. First stage of the Canon. Second stage foreshad- 
owed. Is it entered on? Two pertinent facts— existence and general 
use in given localities of many N.T. books. The Epistle of Polycarp 
tov the Philippians — Date. Numerous indications of Apostolic writings. 
Comparison with Paul. Probable quotation from Ephesians as Scripture. 
Use of the word ¢iddres in connection with use of words from Eph., 1 
Tim., and Gal. Two facts indicated:— use in churches, collection of Epp. 
Argument from the zeal of the Philippians to obtain copies of Ignatius’s 
letters. Phrase from an unknown source introduced by the word «iddres. 
Summary — How Christianity started ; the Old Testament; the words of 
Christ ; use of a Gospel represented by our First; the Epistolary teaching 
of Apostles; what Epistles recognized; Apostolic authority; use of Apos- 
tolic writings in Christian worship ; centres and countries; limitation, as 
to extent of use, of the conclusion ; absence of allusion to a new Canon ; 
extra-canonical Scriptural citations, but none — with possibly one excep- 
tion —from a Christian document ; beginnings of a collection. 

§ 12. Testimony prior to c. A.D.150. Papias. Date of his Aoyiwy 
Kupiaxav ‘Efnyjoews (c. A.D. 185, 130-140). What included in the 
terms Acyta, 7a AexPevra cai ra wpayOévra. Trust in his text. Ultimate 
purpose in learning what the elders said. No disparagement of any Gos- 
pel then in use in the churches. His language apologetic. Probable 
reference in the phrase ta éx trav BifAiwv. What to be excluded in its 
interpretation —the O.T.; (the text on which he commented; what 
was attested by the Apostles and other first disciples, or those that im- 
mediately followed). His remark limited by his purpose — interpreta- 
tion. Relates to other interpretaticns. Probable reason for his expla- 
nation, and what this implies. The Second Epistle of Clement [“ An 
Ancient Homily ”]. Date (A.D.°120-160, probably before the middle 
of the second century). Encratite leaning of the author. Use of a 
non-Canenical Gospel. Formula of citation (érépa 5€ ypady Aé€yer). 
Reference of “a loose quotation from Luke vi. 82, 35,” to ra Adyta Tod 
@eov. Import of the words, 7a BiBdia xai ot drdcrodot. Interpretation 
favored by nature of the subject adduced [ryv éxxAnoiav ov viv evar, 
GAAa dvwHev]. Justin Martyr. Date (c. 150, c. 150-165). Use of synop- 
tic matter. Memorabilia, Gospels, description of their authors, their 
authority and sufficiency, faith of Christians in them (mirevcavres péxpe 
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Tov aroOvnoKev), reliance upon their accuracy in Justin’s argument with 
Trypho. Association of the apostles with the prophets as respects writ- 
ings in the Christian Sunday assemblies. Apparent elements of a Gospel 
Canon. Does Justin refer to the Gospels merely as trustworthy history, 
and not as sacred writings? His conception of Apostolic authority. 
Objections from his reliance upon fulfilled prophecy and method of using 
the Gospels. Insufficiency of these objections. Basilides (A.D. 125-140), 
Valentinus (c. 140-160, 167) — Confirm previous results. Indication by 
Basilides of a Gospel Canon [70 Aeydpevov ev rots evaryyeAios]. Formula 
used in quoting from Pauline Epistles. Marcion (c. 140). His Canon 
[two BiBAo, ro etayyédov'(?), To drooroAKdv]. Books included. Ques- 
tion debated [Did he revise, or originate,a Canon?]. The issue not well 
taken. In what sense may Marcion’s Canon be said to be the first known 
N.T. Canon? Did he first aypeal to Scriptural authority, or form a 
collection of Apostolic and Evangelical writings, or treat them as Sacred 
Scripture? Principle by which his Canon was formed. Different prin- 
ciples operative in the formation of the Church’s Canon. Wider appli- 
cation of M’s. Scriptural rule. General law under which the Catkolic 
Canon grew and became definite. Summary of results. Agreement of 
the churches as to the new source of divine teaching in the testimony 
of Jesus and his Apostles; the fundamental principle recognized of an 
extensicn of the Canon beyond the O.T. Scriptures. Apostles co-ordi- 
nated with proj hets; Association of the Gospels with O. T. Scripture ; 
Epistls quoted as 7 ypad7. Light reflected upon the earlier views by 
the later. Violation of historic probability in the theory that the Canon 
was a sudden formation. 

§ 18. 150-c. 200 (220). More careful and formal recurrence to Apos- 
tolic teaching and authority. Representative men in whose writings this 
appears. Use made by them of the Gospels and Epistles. Their ultimate 
test of doctrine. Fulness of Apostolic Inspiration. Main principle by 
which the Church was guided in defining its new Canon. The Canon the 
result of a historic process. Other influences than that of Apostolicity. 
A traditional reason — inheritance from early times, personal association 
with one or more Apostles, use in the churches. Influence of Montan- 
ism and Gnosticism in promoting a determination of, and resort to, Apos- 
tolic testimony, and the recognition of Canonicity. Principles on which 
the new Canon rested [Apostolicity, Inspiration, Catholicity]. Boundaries 
historically determined, not merely logically nor finally. Contents of the 
Canon. Variations as to extent. Collective terms :— For the Scriptures 
as a whole: (7 ypady), ai ypadat, ai Oeiar ‘ypadat, iepa ypappara, at 
Kuptaxal ypadai, (6 xupiaxds Adyos), (ds 6 vépos Kyptooet Kai ot mpody- 
Tat Kal 6 KUpLos), of mpchHrae Kai ol dwdaroAat, 7 diabyKy 4 marae Kai 
4 véa (xaw7), scripturae, prophetae et apostoli, prophetiae et evangelia, 


er 
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lex ; For the Gospels: ra ebayyeAtKd, (6 xvptos) (70 elayyéAtov), evan- 
gelia; For the Epistles: ra arooroAuxa, of drooroAot, apostoli; For the 
New Testament, or including the New Testament: 7a evayyeAtca Kal Ta 
amocroAuKa (cf. 6 voplos Kat of rpopyrat) ot dmoaroAot (cf. of tpopyrat), 
iepa ypdppata, ot BiBAot al ayat, 4% diaPyKy 7 véa (kaw), evangelia et 
apostoli, instrumentum, testamentum novum. [O.T. Canon in the East 
and in the West. ] 

[§ 00. c. A.D. 200-c. 400 (405) The Muratorian Fragment. The Syrian 
New Testament. Opinions and influence of Origen. Statement of Euse- 
bius. The Canon of Cyril of Jerusalem. Athanasius. Gregory of Nazian- 
zus. Epiphanius. Chrysostom. Theodore. Councils — Laodicea (A.D. 
c. 863), Can. 59, Can. 60(?); Carthage HI. (A D. 397), Can. 47; Car- 
thage IV. (A.D. 419), Can. 24; (Quinisertum, A.D. 692), Can. 2. Letter 
of Innocent I. (A.D. 405). Influence of Jerome and Augustine]. 


‘CHAPTER II. Tradition. 


§ 14. The Idea of Tradition in the Ancient Church. — Provision in the 
Apostolic Age for the transmission of the Christian Faith. Meaning of 
the phrases zapddocts drroctoAtKy, ecclesiastica predicatio, traditio, etc., 
in the writings of Irenaeus, Tertullian, and Origen. Three characteris- 
tics of Tradition. How distinguished from Scripture? From the early 
Creeds? The Gnostic Idea of Tradition. The Alexandrian. Subsequent | 
modifications of the Idea of Tradition in the Ancient Church — Change 
in the relative influence of its three clements; The Rule of St. Vincent; 
Change in the conception of the Authority of the Church. 


CHAPTER III. — Criteria of the Purity of the transmitted 
Teaching. 


§ 15. Special Tests.—Locality ; Transmission through few and well as- 
certained descents; Consent of independent Apostolic churches. Appli- 
cation of this doctrine of Tradition in determining the Canon —a dogmatic 
test, yet not divorced from history. 


Note on Irenaeus’s use of the Roman Tradition [Sed quoniam valde 
longum est in hoc tali volumine omnium ecclesiarum enumerare successi- 
ones; maximae et antiquissimae et omnibus cognitae, a gloriosissimis 
duobus apostolis Petro et Paulo Romae fundatae et constitutae ecclesiae, 
eam quam habet ab apostolis traditionem ... indicantes, confundimus 
omnes eos qni... praeterquam oportet colligunt. Ad hanc enim eeclesiam 
propter potentioram principalitatem necesse est omnem conyenire eccle- 
siam, hoc est, cos qui sunt undique fideles, in qua semper ab his, qui sunt 
undique, conservata est ea quae est ab apostolis traditio]. 
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CHAPTER LV.—Sceripture and Tradition — their relative 
Authority and Use. 


§ 16. The First Period.— State of the question as respects Doctrine. 
For what purposes was oral Tradition preferred to written? Use of Tra- 
dition in matters of ritual. Instances in which appeal is made from usage 
to the Scriptures. | 

§ 17. The Second and Third Periods.— Prevalent opinion respecting 
(a) The agreement of Scripture and Tradition; (b) ‘The sufficiency and 
final authority of the Scriptures. Occasion for emphasizing this authority. 
Use of dogmatic Tradition in controversy with Heretics. Form in which, 
from the time of Leo the Great, dogmatic Tradition became authorita- 
tive. Relation of this Tradition to the Scriptures. In what way, at first, 
was Tradition made co-ordinate with the Scriptures? 


CHAPTER Y.— Use of the Scriptures in the Ancient Church. 


§ 18. Opinion of Gieseler. Use in Public Worship. To whom com- 
mended by Irenaeus. The Apologists. What explanation given by Origen 
of the plainness of their style? Exhortations of Chrysostom. Versions. 
Copies of the Scriptures. Cost. Causes which gradually withdrew the 
Scriptures from the Laity in the West. In the Kast. 

[§ 00. Interpretation. ] 


BOOK III. 


THE MAINTENANCE OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH IN ITS RELATION 
TO OTHER RELIGIONS. 


§19. Preliminary. — Meaning of “ Apology.” [dzoAcyia, apologia, 
apologeticus (sc. liber)]. Theological use of the term. Twofold necessity 
for ‘‘ Apologies.” Period designated by the title “the Age of Apologet- 
ics” (Hagenbach). Special interest of the carly a se Method of 
the Lectures. 


CHAPTER I.—The First Period. 


§ 20. The Argument with Judaism.—A. The Attack and the Defence. _ 
Central point of the controversy. Jewish objections to Christianity, 
Replies of the Apologists. B. The positive argument and counter-attack 
made by the Apologists. Two main positions. 

§ 21. The Argument with Heathenism.— Its wider scope than that 
with the Jews (Question of a special revelation ; popular prejudices — 
social, political, religious ; schools of philosophy). The Pagan Attack and 
the Defence. — Chief points (Baur). Peculiar force to the heathen mind 
of the objection derived from the recent origin of Christianity. Reply of 


the Apologist. Pagan objections to a special divine revelation. Position’ 








SYNOPSIS. 13 


_ taken by Origen in reply, Celsus’s Naturalism. Origen’s Teleology. 
On what was it seen that the question of a special revelation hinges ? 
Pagan objections to the teachings and spirit of Christianity. Replies. 
Pagan criticism of the Founder of Christianity and the evangelical history. 
Special point of attack. Criticism of the account of Jesus’ miraculous 
_ birth. Origen’s reply. Of Jesus’ Passion. Reply. Of the Resurrec- 
tion. What Paralleliems were attempted and for what purpose? With 
what does Origen connect the proof of Jesus’ Miracles? Concession 
implied in the attempt of the New Platonists to exalt Apollonius and 
Pythagoras as moral reformers. Apologetic value of the later Pagan 
attack. Pagan objection to the methods in which Christianity recruited 
itself. ‘To its evil influence on the empire. Replies. 

§ 22. Positive arguments for Christianity employed. — Mr. Bolton's clas- 
sification [Antecedent Probability, Antiquity, Prophecy, Miracles, Rea- 
sonableness of Doctrine, Superior Morality, Success of the Gospel]. Man- 
ner in which there arguments are presented. Their influence. ‘What 
argument most favored? Why? Position of the argument from..the 
Conduct of Christians and the Morality of the Gospel. Reason why the 
argument from miracles was not made more prominent. Chief labor of 
the Apologist in respect to the miracles of Jesus. Was the credibility of 
the early testimony to Jesus’s miracles universally conceded (Dr. Wood- 
ham)? Opinions of Mr. Lecky and the author of “Supernatural Reli 
gion” as to the influence of the argument from miracles. Criticism. 
Special apologetic significance of exorcisms. How was tho reasonableness 
of Christianity shown? Tertullian’s view of tlhe spontaneous testimony 
of the soul. Justin Martyr's application of the Logos doctrine. Attitude 
of the Apologists toward the popular religions. Three theories held re- 
specting the mythological deities. To which do the Apologists incline? 
Reasons for a more conciliatory attitude toward the pagan philosophy. 
Points of contact and antagonism between Christianity and Stoicisem. 
Between Christianity and Platonism. In what particulars did the Apolo- 
gists show that Philosophy is insufficient? Difference between the Greek 
and Latin Apologists in their estimate of Philosophy. 


CHAPTER II.—The Second Period. 


| § 23. Julian and Cyril of Alexandria — Julian’s books against the 
Gospels and the Christian Religion— When and where written? How 
preserved ? Their scope and spirit. Basis of attack. Special objections 
urged. His view of the particularismn of Judaism. Of distinctions of race. 
Of the origin of belief in the Deity of Christ. Cyril's reply to this repre- 
sentation. Julian’s inconsistency. 

§ 24. New character of Christian Apologetics of this period. — Names 
and works which mark its advance (Eusebius: Hporapackevy evayyedtny 
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(Praeparalio evangelica), ‘Arodegis etayy. (Demonstratio evang.), Theo- 
phania; Athanasius: Adyos xara “EAAjvev (Contra Gentes), Tept ris 
évavOpwrncews tov Adyou (De Incarnatione Verbi); Augustine: ‘De 
Civitate Dei]. Common aim of these works. Athanasius’s method. En- 
subius’s. Ilow does he explain the truth to be found in the Heathen 
Religions? How vindicate the peculiar claims of Christianity ? Origin 
and scope of the De Civitate Dei. Its argument. Significance of the new 
Apologetics as respects the view taken of human history, of the external 
world, of personality, of a universal need of redemption, of the chief prob- 
lem of philosophy (Windclband). Its testimony to the impression left by 
Jesus of Nazareth (Jbid). | 

§ 24. Augustine’s Doctrine of Miracles.— llis definition of a miracle, 
Modern advocates and theory of the relative nature of miracles. How 
does Augustine discuss the subject of miracles? Proofs that his doctrine 
exceeds that of relative miracles. Nitzsch’s summary. What miracles 
does Augustine accept? His view of the aim of miracles. How was the 
credibility of miracles assailed in his day? Tow does he meet the objec- 
tion that they are inexplicable events? That they are singular? That 
they are contrary to nature ? 


CHAPTER III.—The Third Period. 
§ 25. Judaism. Islamism.— Leading writers against Judaism. Object 
of Jnlian’s De Demonstratione A etatis sertae. Mode of computation. Apol- 
ogies against Islamism. 


BOOK IV. 
THE MAINTENANCE AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE CHRISTIAN FAITH 
“UNDER QUESTIONINGS AND ATTACKS CHIEFLY FROM WITHIN 
THE CHURCH. 


1. THE DOCTRINE OF GOD. 
Ttoredw eis Oeov warépa zravroxpatropa: Kat eis Xporov Inootv; 
(rov) viov adrov Tov povoyevn, Tov Kiptov Hav: Kai eis (7d) adyov 


mvevpa. 


CHAPTER I.— General Doctrine of the Divine Existence and 
Nature. 


§ 26. Man's Knowledge of God apart from a special revelation. — Occa- 
sions which early arose for the discussion of this subject — conciliatory 
position towards philosophy [ed ye, & TlAdruv, érapacat ris dAnbetas], 
apologetic reasons, Gnosticism (Marcionism), Manichaeism, connection 
between the general and special revelation, interest of Christian faith. 
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Positions taken in respect to man’s capacity to know God; his depend- 
ence for this knowledge on revelation; a revelation of God in conscious- 
ness; the influence of sin upon this original knowledge; the sinner’s need 
of special divine aid; a revelation in nature. Arguments for the divine 
existence. 

§ 27. The Christian Conception of God. — Its statement in the earliest 
known Church confession. Expansion of the first article by Irenaeus and 
others [Tov zezonxora tév otpavov Kai THV yi Kal Tas Oaddaoas Kai 
mavra ta év avrois|. Of the second article [rov cravpudérta inép ris 
nperépas cwrypias|. Contact with Hellenic Philosophy thereby [problem 
of the relation between God and the world]. Stage of this Philosophy 
when met by Christianity. Characteristic of it in its first stage [natural- 
istic]. In its second stage [ethical, logical, dualistic]. In its third stage 
[religious]. Two paths opened [God the prime mover, immanent, — Stoi- 
cism; or absolute, transcendent, emanations]. Religious failure of Stoi- 
cism. Testimony of Justin Martyr. Failure of emanationism to overcome 
the old dualism. Growth of a sense of ethical separation from God. 
Changes in the conception of tAy [Platonic, Aristotelian, Manichaean]. 
Philo [need of mediation]. Neo-Platonism. Tendency to think God 
away from the world, and from the knowable and communicable. Strength 
of this factor. Its appearance in Christian literature. Inheritance by the 
primitive Church from Judaism of a religious monotheism. Its charac- 
teristics. Its relation to the Christian conception of God. Problem set 
before Jewish monotheism by the coming of Christ. Question raised for 
the Church as inheriting this monotheism. Its early appearance [John vi., 
Ebionism, 1 Clement, Hermas]. Two ways of construing the oneness of 
God as related to Christ. [Jewish Apochrypha]. Influence of Oriental 
systems. Possible development of Hellenism distinct from those already 
noticed [identification of God with the world; separation from the world 
(metaphysical exaltation and disjunction ; ethical transcendence) | viz., a 
personal, spiritual apprehension of God. Platonism and Aristotelianism 
indicate this result as theoretically possible. Was it so practically? How 
was this result actually brought about? Christ the Saviour of Platonism 
and Aristotelianism, as well as of Jewish Monotheism. Tlow does tke 
doctrine of God as Father Almighty, Creator of the Universe, first come 
before us [Faith in a divine Revealer, 1 Cor. i. 21, ii. 5, Roman Symbol, 
Justin Martyr]? Reaction of its environment upon the Christian con- 
ception. ‘Two inherited tendencics inconsistent with the Christian concep- 
tion [the materialistic, the spiritualistic]. How resisted ? Clcment’s max- 
im [Ei roiny . . . daoppipwpey éavrovs eis 76 péyeBos tod Xpiotov]. 
Unity and completeness of the Christian conception. 

§ 28. Divine predicates and attributes. — Arguments for the unity of 
the divine nature For its spirituality. General method followed in 
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considering the attributes. Absence of systematic treatment. Appre- 
hension of the Eternity of God. Of His Omnipresence — év maou pev tore 
xara THY é€avrov ayaboryra Kat Sivoptv, tw S& rav rdvrwv wadw éorl 
xara tyyv idav dvow ;— Sed sic est Deus per cuncta diffusus, ut non sit 
qualitas mundi, sine labore regens, et sine onere continens mundum. Non 
tamen per spatiam locorum, quasi mole diffusa, ... sed in solo coelo totus, 
et in sola terra totus, et in coelo et in terra totus, et nullo contentus locc, 
sed in seipso ubique totus]. Of his Omnipotence. Limitations generally 
accepted. Further limitation advocated by Origen. Augustine's state- 
ment. Defect. [Omniscience. Justice. Goodness.] New quality and 
power given to the attributes by the religious apprehension of God as 
Father, Son, and Spirit. 


CHAPTER II.— The Divinity of Christ. 


“ 3 . ? a“ a ex: > A Q ~ a s 
Kat eis Xpwrrov ‘Incorr, (ror) vioy GUTOU TOV fLovOyElyn, TOV Kiptoy 
ea : , 


pwr. 
§ 29. Introductory. — Distinctive place and importance of this topic in 
the dcctrinal history of the Early Church. Its relation to the develop- 
ment of the doctrine of the Trinity. Three parts into which the develop- 
ment divides. The Principle of Doctrinal Development. Its importance 
inestimating the Ante-Niccne Theology. Starting point. Point of view 
from which the development is to be regarded. Implied standard of 
criticism. 

§ 80. The faith of the Sub-Apostolic Church in Christ as a divine Saviour 
and Lord. — 1 Clement — Source, bearers. Purpose and burden of this 
letter. Training of its writer. Conditions under which distinctively 
Chrietian conceptions appear. Their centre and life. Influence of the rev- 
elation in Christ upon the conception of God’s sovereignty (6 deoxdrys), 
the divine transcendence, sacrificial love. Implication. Direct evidence. 
Pre-existence of Christ and his relation to human weakness, efficacy of his 
death, his Lordship, the sphere and standard of piety, Mediator, the 
doxologies, ‘the Sceptre of the Majesty of God,” associated with God and 
the Holy Spirit in invocation, and as the faith and hope of the elect 
[fp yap 6 Beds Kai Ly 6 miptos ‘Inoots Xpiords cai 7d mvetpa ro dywov, 
q Te wlorts Kai 7 éAmis Tov éexAexrav|. Epistle of Barnabas— Value of 
Christ’s death connected with his passion. His pre-existence. The 
Didaché — baptismal formula and rubric; ‘Ocavva 7@ 0e@ AaBid; use of 
Zech. xiv. 5. Shepherd of Hermas.— Emphasis laid upon the Name. 
IIow qualified. Ilow applied absolutely to the Son— Greatness and 
power of His Name [10 Gvoxa. Tod viod rot Oeod péya éori Kai dywpyrov, 
Kat Tov Kdgpov OAov Bacrale|, his pre-existence, ‘the only Saviour, 
preached to the dead, alleged ‘“ Adoptionism.” The Epp. of Ignatius. — 
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The exposure to Docetism. Attributes applied to Christ. Superior visi- 
bility of the glorified Christ. The standard and motive of life. Episile 
of Polycarp — Objection from alleged absence of the Logos doctrine. 
Reply. Testimony of Hegesippus Later testimonies— Irenaeus, Origen, 
Celsus, Lucian. Evidence from the early Christian life— A new “kind” 
of life and “type” of men. Virtue attainable. Its recognized author. 
Christian usages, baptism, hymns, doxologies, festivals, preaching (2 Clem- 
ent), observance and interpretation of the Lord’s Supper; martyrdom ; 
character of the worship offered to Christ; the Christian society. Ob- 
jection from the distinction of Christ from God and his subordination. 
Reply. Character of the faith in Christ —a life, a settled tradition, 
rooted in the common Apostolic xypvype, from Him. 

§ 82. The older Greek Apologists: Justin Martyr, Tatian, Theophilus, 
A thenagoras.— Impression of the historical Christ upon the early Church 
— distinctness as well as divinity of his Person. The Problem thus sug- 
gested. At first only implicit. Then only indirectly discussed. Begin- 
nings in the writings of Justin — his belief in Christ as Geds [@e0s xaAci- 
rat Kat Oeds ort Kai éorat]. As 6 Oeds. As numerically distinct from 
the Father. Form in which the problem arises. ["Evrav@a yap paviay 
jpaov xaradaivovrat, Sevrépay ywpav pera Tov arperrov Kai det Ovta Oedv 
Kat yevvyropa. Tov Grdvrwv dvOpurw cravpwhévte diddvat Huds A€yovres, 
dyvoowres To dy TovTw pvoTypiov. — BAdodypa yap ToAAG Aéyets, TOV 
racupwhévra. rovrov dfuov relOav Has yeyevnoOar pera. Muioéws xai 
"Aapoy Kat AeAaAnxévas abrots évy ordAw vehéAns, elra dvOpwmov -yevope- 
voy oravpwhqva, cat avaBeBnxévat ... Kat tpooKkuvyrov elvat— Geov prev 
povov mpooxuvovpev|. Conciliatory suggestions. His view of the subor- 
dination of the Son to the Father — Does he teach that an attribute 
became an Hypostasis at Creation [To dé rarjp xat Geos Kal xriorys Kai 
KUPLOS ... OVK OvopaTa €or, adrXr’... mpocpyaets. ‘O dé vids éxeivou, 6 pd- 
vos Aeyonevos Kupiws vids, 6 Adyos wpo T&Y ToInpdTwY Kal OVVoV Kal yev- 
vepevos, Gre THV apxiv Se avrod wdvra exruve Kai exoopynoe, Xpiotos wv 
Kara TO KexpicOat Kat Koopyoat ra ravta 8 abrod tov Oeov déyera, 
dvopa Kai abro meptéxov Gyvworov onpaciay|? That the Hypostasis of 
the Son is eternal? Or, the Nicene doctrine of co-essentiality [’AAAG 
TovTO TO TH GyTL dro TOD Tarpos mpoBAyOev yevnua pO TavTwY TOV 
Tomparwv CUviV TO Tarpi, Kai rovTw 6 TaTyp mpocoptre:]? Is the Son’s 
Hypostasis independent of the idea of Creation [ds 6 Adyos da Tov YoAo- 
pivos tyAwoev, Gri Kai dpyy mp0 mavrwv TaV roNpaTwV TOIT adTS Kal 
yernpa. tro rod Oecd éyeyevvyro] ? How far does he carry subordination? 
Use made of it. Was Justin’s doctrine derived from Philo? Limitation 
of the question. The Logos doctrine widely diffused in the second cen- 
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tury and in distinct forms. Not a question as to the source of the Church’s 
faith in the divinity of Christ, nor even of Justin’s. Former misapprehen- 
sion. Reason for the prominence of the Logos doctrine in J ustin’s writings. 
He uses the term Logos in the sense of Reason. This identification Phi- 
lonic. Influence on the conception of Christianity. Associated with a 
particular metaphysical conception of God. Lack of a thoroughly ethical 
and Christian conception. Points of difference between Justin’s doctrine 
and Philo’s (emanation, Messiah, Incarnation, suffering, fellowship, 
Christ central and permanent in religion [atwyids re juty vopos Kat TeAEv- 
raios|). Sources of Justin’s doctrine. His use of Philosophy. Defect in 
his method. Views of Tatian, Theophilus, Athenagoras — Differences of 
ability, tendency, opinion. The Adyos évdidBeros and Adyos mpooprxds. 
Agreements: — Prominence given to the Logos doctrine. Failure to dis- 
soviate the hypostasis of the Logos, or Son, from the idea of the created 
universe. Logical tendency of this failure. How counterbalanced. 

§ 88. Irenaeus and Clement of Alexandria.— Connection with, and di- 
vergence from, the teaching of the Apologists— Make prominent the 
Logos doctrine; reject the conception of a hypostasis gained by the 
thought of the world (Ady. évé. and Ady. zpod.) ; emphasize the deity 
of Christ ; recognize (especially Irenaeus), but with less accentuation, the 
Word and Son as an eternal hypostasis. Jrenaeus— His point of view. 
Deals with facts and ends of revelation. Averse to speculation, yet 
searches into the grounds and final causes of history. God knowable 
[docens semetipsum et patrem, sicut est]. Opposes all emanatistic and 
partitive conceptions of God. Completion and perfection of revelation in 
the incarnate Logos and Son. The Son brings men to spiritual sonship. 
Ground of the revelation. Use of terms Adyos and Yios. Knowledge 
realized in love and obedience. Clement of Alexandria. Predominance 
of the Logos doctrine. Connection with Clement’s Soteriology. Deity 
of the Logos. His hypostasis obscured. Dogmatic forces operative to- 
wards the close of the second century [The earlier faith in Christ as the 
incarnate Son, as Saviour and Lord, as an object of worship; disturbance 
of the earlier simplicity of faith; the cosmological turn given by the apol- 
ogists to the Logos doctrine and its tendency; the recurrence of Irenaeus 
to a conception of God as revealed in Christ, the incarnate divine Logos 
and Son, who redeems and unites man to God; the use of the Logos doc- 
trine by Clement of Alexandria]. Problems. Diverse paths opened. 
Usual double close of a development originated by a one-sided view or 
statement in theology. Key to the history from Irenaeus and Clement to 
Athanasius. 

§ 34. Monarchianism. Maintenance by Hippolytus, Tertullian, and Ori- 
gen of the hypostatic distinction of the Son. Time of Monarchianism. Its 
tenet. Two classes of Monarchians. Dynamistic Monarchianism [The Alogi 
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(Asia Minor, c. A.D. 170 (163)-180), Theodotus the Tanner (6 oxevrevs, 
Rome, c. A.D. 190, exe. by Victor not later than A.D. 199) and his fol- 
lowers, Theodotus the Banker (6 rpazefirys, a disciple of the first Theo- 
dotus), Artemon (or Artemas, exc. by Zephyrinus before A.D. 218; al. fl. 
¢. 235) and his followers, Paul of Samosata (exc. between A.D. 266 and 
269)]. The Alogi (ot "AXoyou) — Author and date of the name [Epipha- 
nius,c. A.D.376]. To whom applied. Its meaning to Epiphanius — Ap- 
parent earlier name [Ezyov yap rHv atpeow xadovpevny, droBaddovoay 
‘Iwdvvov tas BiBdAovs; haeretici, qui Evangelium secundum Joannem, et 
Apocalypsin ipsius, non accipiunt}]. Sources of information. Testimony 
of Irenaeus. Concurring testimony from Epiphanius’s source. Additional 
facts from same source — objections to the Fourth Gospel and the Apoca- 
lypse, ascription of these books to Cerinthus. Inferences— relation to Mon- 
tanism, to Docetism, to Gnosticism, to the current Logos doctrine. How 
regarded by Irenaeus, Hippolytus, Epiphanius [Soxotor xo atrou Ta ica 
npiv morevew |. Christology of this party. Theodotus and his followers ; 
The Artemonites.—- Personal history of Theodotus. His following — a sect 
with a bishop (Natalius). His doctrine of creation. Accepted the Gospel 
of John, and apparently the Catholic Canon of Scripture. His teaching 
respecting the Person of Christ. The second Theodotus. Christ and Mel- 
chizedec Artemon. Criticism of these Monarchians by the author of 
the “ Little Labyrinth.” Their type. Contrariety of their view of Christ 
to the inherited and prevalent estimate. [Note on the use of the title 
‘‘ Adoptionist.”] Paul of Samosata.— His Christology — use and inter- 
pretation of the Logos doctrine, moral unity of Jesus with God. Proceed- 
ings against him. Their importance as a testimony to the faith of the 
Church [rod xati rov Gedy rov éavrov Kal Kiptov dpvovpévov|. Modalist 
Monarchianism.— Leading representatives [Praxeas (Asia Minor, Rome, 
Carthage; last decades of second century and early in the third), Noétus 
(Smyrna, exc. possibly not before A.D. 230), Epigonus (Rome, Zephyrinus, 
Bp. c. 199-217) Cleomenes (Rome, Zephyrinus) Callistus (= Calixtus I, 
Bp. of Rome c. A. D. 217-222), Beryllus of Bostra (A.D. 244), Sabellius 
(leader of the Roman Monarchians c. A.D. 215; exc. by Callistus]. Names 
given to this party [Monarchiani, Patripassiani, Sabelliani (in the East) ]. 
Its distinctive tenet. The contest at Rome. Appearance and continu- 
ance of this party elsewhere. Its importance as compared with Dy- 
namistic Monarchianism. Its historical connection and genesis. Main- 
tenance by Hippolytus, Tertullian, and Origen of the hypostatic dis- 
tinction of the Son.— Hippolytus ['Avayxyy ov éxee xat py Oedwv 
Opodcyev marépa Oedv wavroxpdropa, Kai Xptorrov “Inooiv viov Geod, 
Geov advOpwrov yevopevov, © wdvra tarnp trérage mapextos éavrod, 
Kal mvevparos ayiov, Kal rovrouvs elvyat ovtws tpia. Ei d& BorAerat 
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pabeiv, mas els Oeds drodeixvvTat, ywwoxérw Gre pia Sivayus Tovrov. 
Kai dcov pev xara ry Svvapu, els éors Oeds: Soov dé Kara tiv olxo- 
vopiav, Tpixns 7) éridegis. — mpdowra dé dvo, . . . 7d € rpirov.— Geos 
poovos trdpywv ... éBovAyOy Kéopov xrica.— aires 5é pdvos ay, 
mohvs fv. Ovre yap GAdoyos, otre doodos, ovre advvaros, ovre aBov- 
Aevros Fv. dv rade Hv evad 7, abros 8& Fv To wav. — épyarnv tyéwa 
AGgyov, bv Adyov éxwv év éavT@, ddparcv TE GvTa THe KTilopéevp Kdopy, 
Gparov mot ... Grws Sua tov davyvar idov 6 xdopos awhyvae dv- 
vn0y. Kai ovrws rapicraro aitr@ Erepos ... Otros 5é voids, Ss mpo- 
Bas év xoopw eetxvuto trais Heod. — Otre yap aoapxos ... 6 Adyos 
TréAeos Hv vids, Kairoe TéAeos Adyos wy, povoyerys. OVO 4% odpé xa" 
éauriv Sixa tov Adyou trooradvar Hovvaro, 61a To év Adyw THY oVoTATW 
exe. Ovrus ovv els vids réActos Oeod EpavepwOn. —"AdAws re eva Gedv 
vopica. py SuvapeOa, dav py GvTws Tarpl Kat vip Kat ayiw mvevpart 
muoTevowper. — Tiorevowpey ovv ... xaTa THY Tapddoow TY droc- 
todwv, Ott Geds Adyos dm’ oipavav KaryOew cis ryv ayiav mapBévov 
Maptay, iva capxwheis &€ atts, AaBov Sé kai Yuyyv Ty avOpwrinp, 
Aoyuny Se A€yw, .. . coy Tov werroKéra, xat adOapciay dvOpwrots 
Tapacxy Tois morTevovoy eis TO Cvopa avrov.... Ob yap Kara favra- 
atav 7 Tporyy, GAN’ GAnOads yevopevos avOpwros]. Tertullian. — His use 
of the title Filius [Quaecunque ergo substantia sermonis fuit, illam dico 
personam, et illi nomen filii vindico, et dum filium agnosco, secundum a 
patre defendo. — profiteor me duos dicere, deum et sermonem ejus, patrem 
et fillum ipsius.— Ecce enim dico, alium est patrem, et alium filium, et 
alium spiritum ... Ipsum, quod pater et filius dicuntur, nonne aliud ab 
alio est? Utique enim omnia, quod vocantur, hoc erunt, et quod erunt, 
hoc vocabuntur, et permiscere se diversitas vocabulorum non potest 
omnino, quia nec rerum, quarum erunt vocabula. Est, est, non, non; 
nam quod amplius est, hoc a malo est]. His contribution to the discus- 
sion. Moved by an ardent faith in the Incarnation and Atonement. 
Limitation of his thought [tres autem non statu sed gradu, nec substantia 
sed forma, nec potentate sed specie, unius autem substantiae et unius 
status et unius potestatis, quia unus deus.— Haec est nativitas perfecta 
sermonis, dum ex deo procedit, conditus ab eo primum ad cogitatum in 
nomine Sophiae : “dominus condidit me initium viarum”; dehinc generatus 
ad effectum : “cum pararet coelum, aderam illi.” Exinde eum parem sibi 
faciens, de quo procedendo filius factus est primogenitus, ut ante omnia 
genitus, et unigenitus,ut, solus ex deo genitus]. Origen.—Further advance 
made by him [Nemo tamen putet aliquid nos insubstantivum dicere cum eum 
(sc. unigenitum filium dei) dei sapientiam nominamus.— unigenitum filium 
dei sapientiam ejus esse substantialiter subsistens .,. ipsa yrdorares, id est 
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substantia ejus.—Propter quod nos semper deum patrem novimus unigeniti 
filii sui, ex ipso quidem nati, et quod est ab isto trahentis, sine ullo tamen 
initio, non solum eo quod aliquibus temporum spatiis distingui potest, sed 
ne illo quidem quod sola apud semetipsam mens intueri solet.—Qui autem 
initium dat verbo dei, vel sapientiae dei, intuere ne magis in ipsum ingeni- 
tum patrem impietatem suam jactet, cum eum neget semper patrem 
fuisse.—Sapientia vero dei quae est unigenitus filius ejus, quondam in 
omnibus inconvertibilis est et incommutabilis, et substantiale in eo omne 
bonum est, .... id circo pura ejus ac sincera gloria praedicatur. — subeis- 
tentia filii ab-ipso patre descendit, sed non temporaliter.— Est namque ita 
aeterna ac sempiterna generatio sicut splendor generatur ex luce.— Deus 
lux est, secundum Joannem. Splendor ergo hujus lucis est unigenitus 
filius, et ipso inseparabiliter velut splendor ex luce procedens, et illuminans 
universam creaturam. —ipse est qui est solus natura filius, idcirco et uni- 
genitus dicitur. Aporrhoea gloriae omnipotentis. ... Aporrhoea enim 
dpoovcros videtur, id est unius substantiae cum illo corpore ex quo est vel 
aporrhoea, vel vapor. dzavyacua gwros didtov.— dei -yervarar, — 
6 gwryp ob Kara petovoiay GAAG Kar’ oveiav éori Peds. — qui nunquam 
praedestinatus est ut esset filius, sed semper fuit et est sicut et pater]. 

§ 85. Modalistic Munarchianism (continued): Sabellius, Marcellus of 
Ancyra, Sabel.ianism.— Use of the word ‘ Sabellianiem.’ Recent change 
in treating the history of Sabellianism. Cause of this change. Sabellius 
— Hippolytus’s allusions to him. His position at Rome and teaching. A 
strict patripassian modalist. Sabellianism in Ptolemais (Letter from 
Dionysius of Alexandria, c. A.D. 260) — dvatoOynciav S¢ rod dytov mvev- 
patos. Probable influence of Sabellius upon Modalism. Marcellus of 
Ancyra.— Agreement with Suabcllius. Distinctive views [Logos év dv- 
vapet, ev évepyeia, Spaorixy ; the Son; the Triad; its relation to the 
Monad; not successive]. Advantages of Sabellianism. Probable influ- 
ence in promoting a co-ordination of the zpoow7a as related to the divine 
nature. Its disadvantages and difficulties. 

§ 36. A.D 250-818/9. Theological and Religious Tendencies. The 
Situation immediately prior to the Arian Controversy.— Influence of Origen. 
Two aspects of his theology. (1) The Son co-eternal with the Father. 
Co-essential. Difference not founded in the idea of creation, nor essen- 
tial, but hypostatic or modal. God can be known. Methods of this 
knowledge. 

[1. Ob yap 6 Geos rarnp elvar npfaro.”... Ei yap det réAetos 6 Oeds, 
Kal wapecriw airy Ovvapts Tov rarépa avroy elvat, Kal xaddv abrov elvat 
matépa rod rowovrov viod, x.7.A.— éyw 8% TroApyoas xpooUeiny dy, Gre 

- Kat dpordrys trvyxdvev tod marpos ob« éxrw Gre obx Hv. ... Karavoetrw 
- yap 6 roApiyv cai A€ywy, "Hv wore Gre ob Fv 4S vids, Ste epet Kat Td° 
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» a ° . bd 
codia wore otk Fv, Kat Adyos OvK Hv, Kat Can) odK 7v.— "AAN’ od Gems 
a ® 
-doriv ove dxivduvov da rv doOévaav jpiv re, Goov eb Hpiv, droore- 
“ “ ‘ a ‘ , 2; a , A ¢ LA 
petaOar Tov Gedy rov dei avvdvtos air@ Adyou povoyevois, Todias Ovros 
} Tpocéxatpev* ovTw yap obde de xaipwy vonOyoerat.— Non enim ab eo 
dirimi haec (sc. veritas, sapientia, vita, in which perfecte dei patris substantia 
censeatur), vel ab ejus possunt unquam substantia separari. Quae quidem 
qamvis intellectu multa esse dicantur, re tamen et substantia unum sunt, in 
quibus plenitudo est divinitatis. Hoc autem ipsum quod dicimus, quia nun- 
quam fuit quando non fuit, cum venia audiendum est. ... Supra omne au- 
tem tempus, et supra omnia saecula, et supra omnem aeternitatem intelli- 
genda sunt ea quae de patre et filio et spiritu sancto dicuntur. ... Caetera 
vero quae sunt extra trinitatem, in saeculis et in temporibus metienda sunt. 
— ov yap éyévero zpos Tov Beov.— Tov viov Tov Deod Adyov, Kat womeEpEL 
abroupyov Tov Koopov. — Févov Te exer 6 AGyos Tov Geod wapa wavra Tov 
9 a ’ . os” , x , Vo , a a 
vbrivocow Adyov, Kat éxee E€vov 70 elvar Oeds, wat rd elvat Adyos, dv Cav 
ederrnxevar xa’ éavro, 7d iayperety TO Tarpl.—r@ Kupia, avTOAdya, Kat 
. , . 3 : eee) , ,¢ 9 7 9 
avrocopia, Kat atroadnbeig, cai abrodixatocvvy. — Kat womep aditds éor 
e r) s \ € > 8 , \, @ F ) , gy , x, e 
y avrocopig, kat 7 avrodicawoovvy, Kat 7 atroaAnbea, ovrw piprore Kai 7 
airoBactAcia.— AAAG vonréov, St 7 atroadyOaa 4 ovoudsdys. — Frot ob 
4 ”~ 4 ‘ ‘ ” ” A) e 4 aQea e 
Kexwptopévov TOU TAaTPOS, Kal KaTa TOLTO TH py Lperrdvat oboe vidv Tvy- 
xavovTa, 9 Kal Kexwptopevov Kal ovotwpévov, dtayyeAXérucav Hiv Oedv 
Aoyov, — (Tov viov Tod Geod rod Aodyou) bpeoryKéros otcwdas KaTa Td 
e ” ~ 9» aw a” , e Q .@ ’ a 
broxetpevoy TOU avrov ovTos TH Topia. Otros yap du dAns reoityKe rhs 
xricews, iva del Ta ywopeva de avrov yévyrat. — Ipoyyoupevws pév otv 
” € A) ” ‘ 3 a ” ” \ \ ¢€ ’ 
éotyxey & tmatnp atperros Kai dvadAolwros dv: éornKe 5é cal 6 Adyos 
2 A oN 3 * , a Lé 4 o€ a , > 3 , 2 
avrov det év to cule, Kav yévyrac caps, kav pécos 7 dvOpurwy, ob 
xuradapuvopevos, AA ode BA|rdpevos * Eorynxe 5é ai SddcKwy, TpoKa- 
Aotpeors wavtas ert TO mivey aro THS APOovou TyyHs avrov.— éemurtaréov 
a A > a 3 , “ “ ‘ La y . ¢€ 4 
aurov é« rou GAnOeay elvat Tov owrnpa, Kal mpocaxtéov, att, et GAOKAY- 
pos €orw 7 aAnOaa, ovdey adyOés dyvoet.— per filium enim omnipotens 
est pater... Ut autem unam et eamdem omnipotentiam patris ac filii esse 
cognoscas, sicut unus atque idem est cum patre deus et dominus, audi hoc 
modo Joannem in Apocalypsi dicentem: “ Haec dicit dominus Deus qui 
est, et qui erat, et qui venturus est omnipotens.” Qui enim venturus est, 
quis est alius nisi Christus? —"Eorw obv tis ppdvyots Geod, qv "pce Cre 
év Xpior@ ‘Incot + ravra yap daa Tov Oeot, roradra ev a’r@ éatw* 6 
Xpworos éort codia tov Geod, avros Suvapus Oeov, avros Sixasouvvy Oeod 
».. AAAG ro pev trroxeipevov & éot1. — Od povos St péyas xa apas 
L) e “A gy \ ‘ ? lA ») @ Le] a a“ é 
éoTw 0 Tav OAwv Geos kal marip: perdduxe yap éavrod Kat THs peyaded= 
TTYTOS @ [LOVOYEVEL KGL MPOTOTOKW TaTyS KTigEws: iv, elxdWw avTOS TUY- 
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Ud “a 3 4 A \ 9 “ ? , io > & fo ? 
Xdywv ToU doparov Oeod, xai év rp peyeOa auty Thy cixova Tov warpos. 
Od yap oldv 7 iv elva: ovpperpov, iv’ ovrus évopdow, Kat xadyv exova 
Tov doparou GOeov, pi Kai rou peyéfovs rapwracay THv-cixdva. — Quod 
vero ad naturam pettinet deitatis, hoc inter patrem et filium constat.— 
(Deus) nullam habuit aliam creandi causam nisi probe: seipeum, i id est 
bonitatem suam.— (6 waryp) peraddors éxdorw awd Tov idov ro elvat. 
— Ipse pater non est impaesibilie — Mévwy yap 6 airos dcouet peraBdyrd, 
ds mépuxe, Kai Aoyos abrod aipe SioixetoOat aira. See also citations in 
§ 84, under Origen, pp. 20, 21. ] 

(2) The Son hypostatically subordinate to the Father, existent by. ‘His 
will, distinguished from Him in worship and subordinated, contrasted with 
His simplicity and oneness, seemingly a derived and secondary deit 

piicity ’ Bly a 
unequal in nature ag in hypostasis. 

[2. Sic et sapientia (Christus) ex eo procedens, ex ipsa dei substantia 
generatur — 6 0& cwrnp ... kat ovciav dori Oeds.—Non enim per adop- 
tionem Spiritus filius fit extrinsecus, sed natura filius est.— imago patris in 
filio deformatur, qui utique natus ex eo est velut quaedam voluntas ejus ex 
mente procedens. Et ideo ego. arbitrur quod sufficere debeat voluntas 
patris ad subeistendum hoc quod vult pater. ... Ita ergo et filii subsistentia 

9 e es 3 4 A 5) , 
generatur ab eo.— ovros 6 vios éx GeAnparos tov marpos yerBeis. — 
verbum et sapientiam genitam dicimus absque ulla corporali passione, velut 
si voluntas procedat e mente. Nec absurdum videbitur, cum dicatur Filius 
charitatis, si hoc modo etiam voluntatis putetur.— "Eav 5€ dxovwper, 6 tt 
NOTE €COTL TPOTEVY7}, pajrore obdevt THY yerynTaY mporeuiréov éoriv, ovde 
airy Ta. Xpiot@, dAAG Hove To Oe@ THY GAwY Kal TaTpi, @ Kai abros 6 
ourip mpiov mpoompuxero woe yap €repos, ws év GAXots Setxvurat, Kar 
ovciay Kat troKeipevds(v) éoriy 6 vids TOU waTpds, YTot TMpoTEKTEoV TW 

en ‘ r) a os* 9 so “A “A 1 A , ré , 
VM KL OU TW TATPL, 7 auorEepots, 7 TW TaTpL Povy. .. A€yeTat ToiWvY 

? , a “ A n @ , ” Q ‘ ~ 9 
mpocevxer Gar povy Tw Ged TH THY GAwy raTpi: GANA Ky Xwpis TOU Gpxt- 
epéws doris pO dpxwpocias KateotaOy vd Tot TaTpos. ... OUTWS Ov 
xwpis abrov mpooeryyy tiva mpocevertéov TQ Tatpi.— Ilacay pev yap 
dénow, Kat rpocvevynv, Kai évrevéw, Kal evyapioTiay, dvaTEeuTTéov TH ETL 

Ue POevxXys ’ UXOP oe See ? 
waot Oe Sia Tod éxt ravrwv dyyéAwy dpxtepéws éuyixou Adyou Kat Geod- 

t SN 8 A ny 1 3 , “20a ert , 
Senodpucbu. Sé xai avrod rov Adyou, Kat évrevgouefa airw, Kal evyapiory- 
copev, Kal mpocergdpeba. S€, day Suvvapeda xaraxovew THS TEpi ToTELXS 

a A , “ A q ‘\ \ Q ” eA > A 
kvptoregias Kai xaraxypyoews.— Aw tov éva Gedy xat Tov éva viv abrov 

“ 4 \ > 4 “ “ “ “‘ e a > ‘4 A a¢ / 

Kai Adyov Kai eixdva rats Kara TO duvarov jpiy ixecias Kal agucece 
LA 4 a A nw“ 9 A 2 AN b) a o” 
otBoper,, mpoodyovres TH Gew THV GAwy Tas Edxds ba TOU povoyevous 

3 a € a 4 > 9 e N BiG ‘ ‘\ 
airou: @ mpwrov Tpoapépopev airds.— “Ore 6 ev Geos kai raryp ov- 

[4 pS , 4 2 g a“ ” i) s. > A 
véxwr 7a mavra pOdve eis Exagtov tov Gvrwv peradidors éxdoTw azo 
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vios 


ov idtov ro elvar- Sv ydp éorw: darrov 5é mpos Tov waripa & 
$6ver éxt pova Ta oye - devrepos yap éoTt Tov mar pos ° wore 
xara Touro peav 7 Svvamis. roo warpos mapa Tov viovy. — Zaye dé «i 
&eore SofacGyvat rov Oeov, rapa ro SogdlerOan ey via, ws dwrodeduxaper, 
pelovus airoy év éaurp Sofalcpevov, Gre, dv rH éavrov ywopevos wepiwry, 
éri Ty éavrov yore, Kai rH éavrov Oewpig oiey peilove THs ev vie 
Oewpins, as eri Oeot xpy voeiv ra rowdra, Set A€yev, Ore evppaiverar 
ddardv twa edapéotynow, xai eippoovvyy, xai yapay, épedaurg evapec- 
TOUpevos, Kat yaipwy. Xpapat S¢ rovrors prouene ovK ws Kupiws ay 
AEKOynoopévors eri Oeov, GAA drropav tov, iv’ ovTus évopiow, dppirev 
pnparov, & povos abros Sivarat, Kai per abrov 6 povoyerys abrod év Kupia 
Adgee A€yev,  ppovety wept avrov. .. .“OAns pév ovv olpat rys Sofys rod 
Geod avrod deravyac pe elvas tov vidv.— TeOcpevoe r@ cwrype A€yovte: 
““O warnp 6 répwas He peifov pou éori,” xai dia rovro py éveyxovre pode 
Tyv, aya0ds, mpooryopiay rv Kupiav,xai addy Oy, xai reAeiav rapadefacGar 
aire rporpepopévyy, GAG dvadéeporrt airiy ebyapiotws TY wWaTpl pet emt- 
TYyLnoews Tpos Tov BovAdjevoy trepdogakew Tov vidv, TavTwY pev THY ‘yevn- 
Trav trepexetv, ov ovyxpice, GAN trepBadrAovon trepoyp pape tov 
TWTIPA, Kal TO WvevpA TO Gytov, trEepexopevoy TocoUTOV 7H Kat mAdov amd 
TOU waTpos, Gow trepéxer aids Kal TO dyiov mvevpa Tov AoLTOYV, Ov TOY 
ruyovruv. ... AAX’ spws tev rovovrwr Kal tTyAikoUTwr (8c. Opovey, Kupto- 
tyre, «tA. Eph. i. 21) trepeywy otcig, cai mpecBeig, wai dSvvape, 
cai Oedryre (Euyvxos ydp dort Adyos), kai codig, od ovyKpiverat Kat? 
ovdey To marpi. Eixav ydp dore tijs dyaOornros atrot, xai daavyacpa 
av Tov Beov, dAAG tHs Sofjs abrov Kai rov didiov dwros atbrov, xal arpis, 
od rou marpos, GANG THs Suvdpews abrov ... kai écomrpoy dxnAlowrov THs 
evepyeias abrov, dt ob eodmrpov Ilatidos Kat Iérpos Kai of xaparAyjoroe 
avrois Brérovee tov Oeov A€yovros “*O éwpaxis eut édpaxe tov waTépa 
rov wéuarrd pe.” — Odrw rotvev tyovpat Kai éxi rod owripos KaAas av 
AqxOyoerGat Gre elxioy dyaOdryros Tod Heot eorriv, GAN’ odk abro dyabov 
Kai Taxa Kal vids dyads, GAN’ oby ds drdGs dyabds. Kai dorep cixuv 
dort rov Oeot rot dopdrov, Kai xara Touro Beds, GAN ov wept ob A€yet abros 
6 Xpiords: “‘Iva ywwoxwol oe tov pdvov dAnOwov Oedv:” ovrus cixwv 
dyabdrnros, GAN ovx Gs 6 raTnp drapadddktws dyads. — elrep ws pev 
mpos Tov warépa elxwv dorw dyabdrnros, ds 5¢ mpos Ta Aowrd, Grep 7 TOV 
narpos dyaborys els avrov.—oix 5 Beds, GANA. Oeds xupusrepov Gv A€- 
yoro. — Kéy devrepov obv A€ywpev Oedv, iarwcay, Ore Tov Sevrepov Geov 
obx dAdo rt Aéyomev 7)... rov Tepiextixov wdvTos OSTWoTOUY Adyov . .. Adyov 
évrwa TH “Tyood pddXwora rapa zacar yoy Yuy7 wxadabat Kai AviicOat 
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, ’ a D . oo» \ ass 
dapev, povov TeAciws yuppoa Seduvynevov THY axpav peToxny Tov airo- 
Adyov, Kal THs abrocodias, Kal THs abrodtxaoovvyns. — Zyricas 8 ay 
” 4 9 € » > ‘ ¥ Q ‘\ A , t] , A 
éorat wore, Gre of ayyeAor airot GWovrat TA Tapa TH TarTpi, ovKére dia 

? . @ , , > , 9 A ee \ ‘ @. 27 
pecirov Kai irnpérov Br€rovres atta’ Gre pev 6 éwpakws Tov viov éwpaKe 
A , A 4 3 4 2 ean e A ‘ ? . 9 de e € 
TOV TATEPA TOV TELWAVTA AUTOV, EV VLW TLS OPG TOV TATEPA’ OTE OE WS O 
vids 6pq@ Tov warépa, kal Ta Tapa TH warpi dWerat Tis, clover dpeiws TY 
vig abrénrys Exrat Tov TaTpds, Kal THY TOU TaTpOS, OdKETL Gr THs EiKdvoS 

2 a 5) ‘ ’ e@e¢ 2 27 9 ‘ , a > 5) , 
evvoay Ta epi ToOUTOU Ov 7 Eixwv éott. Kai vouitw ye rovro eivac To TéXos, 

@ 4 ‘ , ee a a \ 4 \ ¢ , 
tay wapadidwct Tv BacwAciay 6 vios TH Oew Kui marpt, Kal Gre yiverat 
5 Oeds ta mavra év wacw.—‘O Beds pev odv mavtyn & éote Kat amrdovv - 
6 dé cwrnp Hpiov Sa 7a wOAAG, érei tpodfero aitov 6 Oeos iAaOryprov 

a e Q 4 na id a , , +. ‘ r 
Kai Srapynvy méons THS KTivews, ToAAG yiverat.—Znryréov S€ Kat «i 
ovotay pév ovo ‘Aexréov, ai edv WeGv, kat apyyy, TOV povoyery Kat 
mpwrdToKov Taons KTivews* ééxewa Se TavTwY TUVTWY TOV TAT (pA ALTOU 

“ lj “ ? A 3 4 a“ 4 3 i , > € “A 
xai Oedv. — Novy troivvy, 7 éréxetva. vow kai ovoias, A€yovtes elvat azAouy, 
Kal doparov, Kal dowparov tov trav GAwy Oedv, K. tT. A. —"AAnOés SE Kat 

\om ‘ ~ > ‘ , ‘ °? 9 ” ™ 
ro fw mavros madous elvat tov Oedv.— (xricas, tv ovrws €itw, Epyvxov 
Oodiar 6 Oeds. — xriopa. —factum. — mpeoBirarov yap abrov mavtwr TOV 
“A ’ 
Snpuovynpdrwv ivacw ot Oetor Noyou.— erepos.... Kat ovciay, x.T.d.) | 

3. Qualifying or explanatory citations. 

[8. Nos autem oremus ex corde verbum dei— Dominum meum Jesum 
invocare me oportet, ut quaerentem me faciat invenire, et pulsanti aperiet. 
— Kai ro dexvipevoy rotro dtaBonrov éorw év tots TOTos Kai Tapa Tots 

~ 4 aAr , e od > ia! , , €e¢ ‘ “A 
THS TWLOTEWS OTplols, Ws apa év TW OTHAGW TOITW oO vTO XpioTiavav 
mpooxuvovpevos Kai Gavpalopevos yeyévvytat Incots. —7y Oeoryre THs 
Suvapews TOV THS TpooKuvyTAs Tpiddos éruxAjoewv. — Ut autem plenius 
adhuc intelligatur quomodo salvator figura est substantiae vel subsistentiae 
dei, utamur etiam exemplo, quod quamvis rem non plene nec proprie sig- 
nificet de qua agimus, tamen ad hoc solum videatur assumptum, quod exi- 
naniens se filius qui erat in forma dei, per ipsam sui exinanitionem studet 
nobis deitatis plenitudinem demonstrare. Verbi causa, si facta esset aliqua 
statua talis quae magnitudine sui universum orbem terrae teneret, et pro 
sui immensitate considerari a nullo posset; fieret autem alia statua mem- 
brorum habitu ac vultus lineamentis, specie ac materia per omnia similis 
absque magnitudinis immensitate, pro eo ut qui illam immensam conside- 
rare atque intueri non possent, hanc videntes, illam se vidisse confiterentur, 
pro eo quod omnia membrorum et vultus lineamenta, vel ipsam speciem 
materiamquae similitudine prorsus indiscreta servaret; tali quadam simili- 
tudine exinaniens se filius dei de aequalitate patris, et viam nobis vognitio- 
nis ejus ostendens figura expressa substantiae ejus efficitur.—zAetoy yap 
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) UmEepoxy mpos Ta trodeeoTepa ayaba év TG awripl, Kao éorw cixov THs 
dyabornros airod rot Oeov, Arep 7 imepoxy Tov Geod dvros dyabod mpos 
Tov elmovTa cowry pa: “6 zaryp 6 méeuwas pe peilwv pov éoriv,” dvra 
mpos érépovs kai eixdva THs ayaOdtnTos Tov Oecd. — In hac enim cola 
trinitate, quae est auctor omnium, bonitas substantialiter inest; caeteri 
vero accidentem eam ac decidentem hubent, et tunc sunt in beatitudine, 
cum de sanctitate ac sapientia et de ipsa divinitate participant. — Ad 
pleniorem tamen rei explanationem non videtur absurdum, si etiam si- 
militudine aliqua utamur, licet in re tam ardua, tamque difficili, ne exem- 
plis quidem uti commodis copia est. Tamen ut absque aliquo praejudicio 
dicamus, ferri metallum capex est frigoris et caloris. Si ergo massa 
aliqua ferri semper in igne sit posita, omnibus suis poris, omnibusque 
venis ignem recipiens, et tota ignis effecta, si neque ignis ab ea cesset ali- 
quando, neque ipsa ab igni separetur, nunquidnam dicemus hanc, quae 
natura quidem ferri masea est, in igna positam et indesinenter ardentem 
posse frigus aliquando recipere? Quinimo ...; sed et si quis contingere 
atque attractare tentaverit, non ferri, sed ignis vim sentiet. Hoc ergo 
modo etiam illa anima quae, quasi ferrum in igne, sic semper in verbo, 
semper in sapientia, semper in deo posita est, omne quod agit, quod sentit, 
quod intelligit, deus est; et ideo nec convertibilis aut mutabilis dici potest, 
quae inconvertibilitatem ex verbi dei unitate indesinenter ignita possedit. 
Ad omnes denique sanctos calor aliquis verbi dei putandus est pervenisse. 
—Kai ro “ ov évopaaros 8€,”,dtac70A7s Setra.—* Kai rois kaOnpévors év 
xwpa kat oxig Gavdrov iis avéreder,” 6 Oeds Inoods. Oddeis obv Xpro- 
Ttavos droxptverat TH Kédow, ... ¢doxwy: “lads ya tov Oedv” ; Exa- 
oTos yap aiTav, as éyxupet, Eyvw Tov Gedy. ... Kai ovdeis av Xproriavav 
Aeyou Kédow: “ Tas prot decxviets tov Oedv ;””| 

Real inconsistencies less than apparent. Yet the differences cannot all 
be resolved. Explanation of these contradictions — Christological problem 
of Origen’s time His opposition to Monarchianism. His visit to Rome 
(ce. A.D. 212). Exegetical and philosophical grounds of his Subordination- 
ism. His early education and aim. Harmony of his system to his own 
thought. Maintained “the solidarity of life,” yet not a pantheist. The 
Personality of the Absolute God. Not merely 76 dya0dv, but 6 dyafds 
or dyaQérns (Denis). Method of attaining a true knowledge of God. 
Yet not thoroughly applied. Consequent embarrassment and confusion. 


Origen’s twofold influence. His permanent contributions. The Church 
doctrine not to be identified with his teaching. His rank in the history 
of Christian doctrine. Gregory Thaumaturgus — His "ExOeots ziotews 
[Ets Geos, rarnp Adyou Cavros, codias ideotwoys, Kat duvapews, Kat 
xapaxrnpos didiov, réXeos TeA€iov yevvyTwp, TaTHp viod povoyevots. Els 
KUpuos, povos €x povov, Deds éx Geov, xapaxryp Kal eixov ris Oeoryros, 
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Aoyos évepyds, copia THs Twv GAwY cVETATEWS TEpLEKTLKH, Kal SuVayS THS 
oAys Kticews TountiKy, vids GAnOwos GAnOivod warpds, ddparos doparov, 
kai adOapros adOaprov, cai d@avaros éOavarov, Kat atdvos didiov. ... 
pias TeA€ta, Soff Kai aiddrytt cat Baorreia pn peptlonery pdé drrad- 
Aorptovpevyn. (Ovre otv xriotov rt, } SovAov év Tq tpudde: odre érei- 
CAKTOV, WS TPOTEPOY pev OVK Lardpyxov, Vorepoy Se éerecceADdv: ovTE OdV 
évéAuré more vids marpi, ovre vio mvetpa: GAN Grpemros Kai dv dAXoi- 
wros 7 adTH Tpias dei.) — (KTicowa— Toinua— warépa Kai viov éxwotg 
pev elvar dv0, broordae: S€ év.) | — Letter from siz Bishops (Hymenaeus, 
Theophilus, Theotecnus, Maximus, Proclus, Bolanus) to Paul of Samo- 
sata [Tovrov 6& rov viov yevvyrov, povoyer) viov, €ixova tov doparou 
Geot tvyxdvovta, mpwrdroKey maons KTivews, Topiav Kal Adyov Kat 
Svvapuy Geod, Tpd aiwvwy ovra, od mpoyvace, GAN ovcig Kai broordce 
Gedv, Oeod vidv, & Te wadata Kat véa diabyKxy éyvwxdres Suodroyouper Kat 
Kynpvocop.ev |.— The Symbol of Caesarea [See Appendix 1.] Dionysius 
of Alexandria [un elvar rov Adyov iiov THs TOU Tarpos odcias. —charged 
with these expressions: “ Od« det fv 6 Oeds marnp, odx det qv 6 vids: 
GAN’ 6 pev Geos Hv xwpls rod Adyou, abros S€ 6 vids obK Hv mpiv yervyOy - 


GAN’ Fv more Gre ovK Fy, ob yap didids éotw, GAN’ Votepov éxcyéyovev.” 





> 
— roinpa Kal yevyrov elvat Tov viov Tov Geot, pyre Sé pice idcov, ddAAG 
3 A 
Eévov kat ovciay airov elvat Tov watpds, woTEp eoTiv 6 yewpyos mpds 
‘ ‘ 
THv Gpredov, Kat 6 vavirnyos mpos TO OKados* Kal yap ws moinpa ay, 
3 > \ , Od ‘ > Ld e 6 A 3 > , 5] a bé 
otk Hv mp yévntar.— Od yap jv Ore 6 Deos odx Hv marnp. —’Eay b€ 
nw “a 2 A} ” € ? AY ‘ ‘ ‘ A 
Ts TOV OvKOpavTay, éredy Tav arayTwv TomnTHV TOV Oeoy Kat Snpwupyov 
elrrov, olnrat pe Kat tov Xpiotovd é€yetv, dkovodTw pov MporEpov Tar€épa 
: t 
gyoavros avdtdv, év w Kai 6 vios tpuoyéeyparrat. — év ols (Sc. Texpypiots) 
¥ , a , J > 9 a“ vO ” e E) , 
Hrcyéa xat & mpoodpépovow eyxAnya Kat éwov Wevdos ov, ws ob A€yorTos 
\ xX . e ‘ ? ~ 6 a Ei ‘ \ . ~ + 
tov Xpicrov dpoovstov eivar To Oew. Ei yap cai to ovopa rovrd dy 
py ebpyKévas pnd dveyvwxévat rou Tov dyWwv ypadav, ddA, (R. ddAa) ye 
7a émxeipypara pov Ta éfys, & cecwmypKact, THs duavolas TavTys ovK 
dqdea. Kai yap drOpwretav yovny wapebéeuny, dyAov ds obcav époyery” 
gdycas mavTws Tovs yovets povov Er€pous elvar TOV Téxvw, Gre py avbrot 
elev ra Tékva,  pyTE yovels avayKatov trdpyev elvac pyre téxva., — Ei 
“A cay > a “”~ ~~ 
Kal py Thy A€kw tavrnv evpov év rais ypadais, GAr é aitay Trav ypadav 
bs) - Ud ” 9 en N ¢ > s 5 Y a 
TOV vou cuvayayuv, Eyvwy Ott, vios by Kal Adyos, od E€vos ay ein Tis 
> a fe 9 X € a ” NY toa ) roa 
ovgias Tov warpos*—Ovrw piv ets els TE THY TpLdda THY poVa 
wAaTuvopev addtaiperov, Kal THY Tpiada Tadtv dyeiwrov eis THY povdda. 
? e e a \ ts A 
ovykepadatovpeOa}. Dionysius of Rome [oi dé tpets Oeovs tp rov twa 
A ’ , 
Kypurrovaw, eis tpets tnvotraces évas aAAyAwY, wavTaxact Kexwpio- 
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pévas, Siatpoovres tiv ayiav povdda: qvecOa yap avdyxn to Oew Trav 
dAwv tov Oeiov Adyov: eudrAoxwpely St 7G Oe@ Kai evduauracdar det ro 
dyiov mvedpa- 4n Kal riv Oelay tpiada. eis Eva, donep eis Kopupyy Twa 
(rev Oedv trav SAwv tov mavtoxparopa Aéyw) avyKepadrauiabal re xal 
ovvdyer Oat waca dvaykyn. ... Od petov & dy tig xatapéugorto Kai Tous 
moinpa rov viov elvar So€dLovras, Kal yeyovévas Tov Kiptov, BoTEp Ev TE 
Ovrws yevouevwv, vopilovtas, Tov Oetwy Aoyiwy yévryow aiT@ THv dp- 
porroveay Kai mpérovaav, GAN’ ody tAdow Twa. Kat moinow mpoopaptr- 
povvrwv- Brdodnpov odv ob 76 TvxOv, pepoTov pev obv, XEtpoTrOLnTOV 
rpomov Twa Aéyew Tov miptov. El yap yéyover vids, fv Gre ctx fv- det 
Se fv, el ye &v tr rarpl eorw, ws adros dyoi, kai ei Adyos Kat codia. Kat 
Svwvapis 6 Xprords: (ravra yap «vac tov Xpwordv ai Oetae A€yovor 
ypapat, dorep éxicracGe) - ratra Sé Suvdyes ovaat tov Geov tvyxdvov- 
aw: et rotvw yéyover 6 vids, Rv Gre odx Fv tavra~ Fv dpa Katpds, Gre 
xwpis rovrwv Hv 5 Oeds: adrumutaroy 8% rovTo. ... Ovr odv xarapepiley 
xpy els tpeis Oedrytas ryv Oavpacrnv Kal Olay povdda: ovre rowjoe 
Kwrvew TO daiwa Kal ro tarépBadAov péyeBos tot Kupiov: a&AAG remo- 
revkévat eis Oeov marépa mavroxparopa, Kai els Xpiorav ‘Inooty rov viov 
@irov, Kat €:s TO aytov mvevpa]. [Methodius, Novatian, Lucian (See § 
87)]. Prevalence of the doctrine of hypostatic distinctions, with Subordi- 
nationism. Indeterminateness of the latterelement. Use in maintaining 
the divine unity [Novatian]. Indefiniteness and confusion of terminology. 
Beginnings of Monasticism. Relation to doctrinal history. A double 
Christian Life and Ethics. Conception of salvation and its method. 
Growth of Episcopal power. The truce of forty years. The Diocletian 


Persecution. The Peace of Constantine. Factors in the subsequent 
conflict. 


§ 87. Arius and the Proceedings prior to the Council of Nicaea. — The 
beginnings of Arius. Position and influence at Alexvndria; breach with 
bis bishop; condemnad by a council at Alexandria A.D. 821; his opinions; 
his @dAea [its name and character; statements : — Kara zriorw éxAexrav 
Geot, ovverav Geot, raidwy dyiwv, dpPordpuwv, dyiov Oeod mvedpa AaBov- 
Twv, rade Eualov éEywye b7O TH 1 5 Loretwy, Geodidaxra: 

: m eywye bro trav codias perexdvruw, dotetwy, Jeoddaxrary, 
Kara travra copav te. Tovrwv war tyvos RAGov eyo Baivwy dpoddkus 6 
wepixruros, 6 roAAG tadwv da HV Oeod Sdgav, bro re Geod palo cediav 
Kat yuaow éyo éyvwv.— Ovx dei d eds maryp qv: GAN’ hy Gre 6 Beds 
pOvos Hv, Kat oUrw maTnp Hv’ VoTepov Sé émcyéyove maTnp. Odx dei Fv 
e ee? ‘ ; € ~ Sel Lj 9 3 ¥ , . > 
O vids, ... Kal abTos 6 TOU Geod Aoyos €F ovK GvTw yéyovE, Kai Hy Tore, 
4 > > ‘ 3 > ‘ U > 3 N) Lal Y » x 
OTE OVK HV" Kal OvK Hy mpl yévnrat, GAN dpxnv Tod KrilecOat évxe Kat 
airos. "Hy yap povos 6 Beds, xai ovrw fv 6 “Adyos kai } codia. Etra 
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4 ea “ , ‘ g g 4 ae 
Gedjoas Tuas Sypsovpyjoat, Tore 8 meroinxey Eva twa, Kal dvopacey 
avtov Adyov, cai Zodiav, cai Yidv, va hpds 8 airod Snmoppyyor. 
Avo yo codias [dyciv] elvar, piav pey tiv lav Kai ovvwmdpyouvcay 
ro Dep, rov dé Yiov év ravrq ty sodia. yeyerjoOat, at ravrns peréxovra 
avopacOa povov Zodiav cai Adyov. “H Zodia yap [syst] 17 codia 
trypke coo Geod Oedynoe. Otrw xai Adyov érepov elvat [ A€yer| rapa 
Tov viov év T@ Oeg, Kat TovTou petéxovTa Tov vidv wvopdabat mddW Kara 

4 e A ea 3 ld . 4 + Ld A @ . ¢ ~ 
xdpw Adyov kat Yiov airov,— modAat duvdpets eiot: Kai 7 pév pia Tov 
Geod eorw idta Pioee nai aids: 6 b€ Xpwrros wadw odx Ecrw drAynOuy 
Suvapus Tod Geod, dAAG pia tav Aeyopéevun Svvdpewy dort kai avros, dv 

a? \ @ 9 s) \ ©€ 4 ) ¢ , 3 \ ‘ , 
pia wai % axpis Kal 7 Kdpary ov Sivas povov, GAAG Kai peydAy mpoca- 
yopeverar ... Kai ry pev pice, domep mavres, ovtw xat abrds 6 Adyos 
>A a, , e \ \ a ¢ a 
cori tpexrds. ... mpoywwokwv 6 Geos EveoGat Kadov aitov, rporr\aBav 

, ae rd ‘ 5' , a »” ‘9 a 2 a wm a 
aire tavrnv tH Sogav Sédwxev Hv avOpwros Kai éx THS dpeTys éoyxe pera 
Taira: wore €€ épywy avrov, dv mpoéyvw 6 Oeds, rovotrov avréy viv 
yeyovévat wreroinxe. — 6 AGy0s GANGTpLtos pev Kat Gvopotos Kara TavTa THS 
Tod Tmarpos ovclas Kat ididrytds é€oTt.— Kal Tw vio 6 maTnp ddparos 
e ’ y x» e ” A , A , ‘ a ” 5 ? e 
trdpxet, kat ovre Gpay, ore yiwwonew TeAciws Kal dxptBws Sivarat 6 
Adyos Tov davtod Tar€épa.— adres 6 vids THY Eavrod oiciav oix olde. — 
dvopoto. mapmav addArAwy tats Te ovotats Kai Sdgats eiviv éx darepov — 
a “A ”~ “~ 
Apxyv tov viov eOnxe Trav yevntav 6 avapyos, Kal jveyxev eis vidv Eavra 

, de , *H , 5] d0& F) € 4 < , a 
Tovoe Texvorroinoas — Hyovv rpias éore dogats ovx Opmotais> ... pia THs 
puds evdogorépa Sdgats éx azeipov. EHévos rod viod car otoiav 6 raryp, 
Ore avapxos trdpye|. ‘The fundamental tenet and issue [the Son a cre- 
ated being, incapable of revealing God or recovering men to God}. Con- 
nection of Arianism with preceding opinions: Relations to Origen’s system, 
to Origen’s successors at Alexandria ; direct connection with Antioch and 
Lucian [SvAAovacaviorys}. Lucian of Antioch —his history, deviation 
from Paul of Samosata, from Origen, inference associated with his name, 
his Creed. Harnack’s comment on his pupils. 

§ 38. External History of the Nicene Symbol, A.D. 325-381. [Origin 
and Form of the Nicene Creed — The Controversy over it— The Nicene- 
Constantinopolitan Symbol. | 

Constantine’s first effort to secure unanimity [Letter, carried by Hosius, 
to Alexander and Arius; their dispute ivép puxp@y cat Alay éAayxiotuv ; 
Tlepi pey ovv ris Oeias mpovoias, pia. tis év Hiv Eorw mists]. His second 
effort — an ecumenical Council. Convened by him. [A supposed Syriac 
copy of the call]. Attendance. Three groups of members. Probable 
number and proportion of each. The Arian Creed and its fate. Euse- 
bius’s Creed. How amended. Sketch of the Contest over the amended 
or Nicene Creed. Synoptical Table : — 
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How came so sharply defined and advanced a creed to secure in the 
Council nearly unanimons acceptance? Presence and influence of the 
Emperor — Why did he favor it? Influence of Hosius and the West. 
Insufficiency of this explanation. Socrates’ story of eis res tv 6j0A0- 
yutav Aaixes and the dtaAextixot. The historian’s inference [of pév wd- 
povres wavres .. . dmedéfavro: of 6¢ StaXrexrixol exyvwpovéeorepov Totodvres 
Hovxacay, Tov dow Adyov THs dAnOeias dxovcavres. Tore pév ovv ovTws 
O éx THs diadeKrucys ywwdpevos OdpuBos KateotaAy, rH Se éfjs Tavres apa. 
ot ézicxorrot eis Eva Térov ovvypxovto |. Sozomen’s version [ravra ottws 
exe drrepiépyws moreiouev. ... AAX ef moredes, epopévw por azo- 
xpivov|. Arius’s opinion construed as an attack upon the Faith. The 
issue between him and Athanasius. Evidence that this secured the una- 
nimity of the Council from Ad 4 fros, De Decretis, and Eustathius. Single 
purpose of the changes in the Palestinian Creed. The Arian method of 
exegesis. Process by which the word ‘“duoovotov” gained approval. 
Changed situation after the Council dissolved. Supposed number of epis- 
copal sees. Distinctness of special centres and districts. Conflicting 
political interests. The Nicene position an advance. The test word not 
Biblical, new to the Creed, and liable to a Sabellian interpretation. True 
and false conservatism. A lingering philosophical difficulty. Persecution 
of the Arians. Policy pursued by Eusebius of Nicomedia. Recall of 
Arius. Deposition of Eustathius. Charges against Athanasius. Synods 
of Tyre, Jerusalem, Constantinople, Antioch (A.D. 335-339) ; deposition 
of Athanasius, Marcellus, Paul; appointment and intrusion of Gregory. 
Death of Arius (336). Death of Constantine (337). Constantius II. 
Transference of Eusebius to Constantinople. The ‘Council of the Dedi- 
cation ” [1% év tots éyxatviots |: —Its occasion; Presence of Constantius ; 
Attendance ; Method; Fourth and Twelfth Canons; First Formula 
[“Hpets obre dxdAovOor Apeiov yeyovapev (mas yap érioxorror dvrEes axo- 
AovOyoopey mpecBurépw ;), ovre GAAnY Twa TioTw Tapa THY eF apyx7s 
éxreBctocay édefapeBa, GAAA Hets eLeracrai Kai Soxysacrat T7s Tiorews 
airov yevouevor paddAov abrov rpoonKdpeba, yrep Hpets 7;KoAvOjoaper. 
—diapevovra Buciréa kai Gedy eis tovs aiwvas]; Second Formula: origin 
claimed for it (I.ucian) ; general character; special declarations [a@rper- 
TOV Te Kai avaAXoiwrov, THS Oedryros, ovoius Te Kat BovArs Kat dvvdpews 
kat Sogys Tov marpos dmapdAAaxrov eixdva — also, language like Eusebius’s 
in Appendix II., parenthesis.]; its anathemas [xpdvov ... 7p0 Tov yevvy- 
Ojvar; — xriopa as & raév Kricpdtwv, } yevvyjpa as ev 7. yervenctur, 7} 
Toinpa ws ev Tr. romparwrv |; Third Formula (Theophronius) [Oedv réAcvov 
éx Oeov TeAciov, Kai dvta zpas Tov Oeov ev broordce, ... pévovra eis TOUS 
alivas]; any one who teaches according to Marcellus, or Sabellius, or 
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Paul of Samosata condemned; Fourth Formula: Its occasion, use, and 
pattern; openness to Arianism, and exclusion of Marcellianism [od 7 Ba- 
‘orca draramavortos [dKxardAvtos, Ath.] otoa diapevet eis Tous areipous 
aiavas (€ora. yap KabeLopevos év defta tod rarpos ov pdvov év To aiave 
TovTw GAA Kai éy tm péAdAovtt); its anathema. Relation of these 
Creeds to transactions at Rome [Roman Council (340); Athanasius and 
Marcellus received into communion; Letter of Julius]; all the Creeds 
anti-Sabellian. Majority probably represented by the Second Creed ; its 
relation to Homoousiani+sm. Relation of the Cree ds to Arianism; wording 
of the anathemas. Double significance of the Council. A new stage in 
the Contest. Complication of the doctrinal issue with canonical and 
political questions. The deputation to Constans and its failure. The 
Council af Sardica (343) : Its composition ; Withdrawal of the minority; 
Proceedings of the majority at Sardica; Proposed explanatory declaration 
[“Hpets 5&... ravrny éxouey tHv Kabodtkyv wapadvow Kal miotw kal 
Gpodoyiay, piav evar drdctacw, Hv avrot ot aiperixoi ovaiay mpooayoped- 
overt, TOU TaTpds, Kal TOU vivd, Kal TOU dyiov mve‘paTos. Kai ei Lyroéer, 
tis Tov viov Wy bdcTacis éotiv, dpodoyotpey ws atTy HY  povn Tod 
marpos dpodcyoupévn.— Gpodroyotpmev tay marpos Kat viot Oedryra. 
Ovdd tis dpvetrae wore Tov Tatépa Tov viov petCova, ov bt dAAnv iado- 
Tact, ovde dua tHy Stadcpav, GAN’ dtu aito 7d Gvopa Tov warpos peilov 
éort Tov viov.— Kai rotro d€ mictevopuer, mdvToTE, dvdpyws, Kal dreAev- 
TYHTWS TOUTOV peTa TOU watpos BaotAeve |. Synodical letters; Why no 
creed was formulated; Defence of Marcellus. Formula adopted by 
the minority at Phillippopolis; anathemas added [Similiter et eos, qui 
dicunt, tres esse deos, vel Christum non esse deum, et ante saecula neque 
Christum neque filium eum esse dei, vel eum ipsum esse patrem et filium 
et spiritum sanctum, vel innascibilem filium, vel quod neque consilio neque 
voluntate pater genuerit filium, anathematizat sancta et catholica ecclesia ]. 
Subsequent proceedings. Action of Constans. Stephen of Antioch. 
Council at Antioch (344). The “Ex@eots paxpdotiyos [(C. 4.) Odre 
pv tpia dpodcyotvres mpaypata Kal Tpia mpdawra Tov TaTpos Kal TOV 
viod Kal Tov aylou mvevpatos Kata Tas ypadds, TpEts dua TovTO Oeods rot- 
ovpev, ered Tov aitoTreAy Kat dyévvyTov, avapydv Te Kal adpurov Oedy 
éva povov oldamev, Tov Oedv Kat marépa Tov povoyevous, TOY pdvov pev é 
éavrod 76 elvar éxovra, povov 8& Tots GAAots Tdcw apOdvws rovTo yxapt- 
{opevov. Odvre pyv eva Oeov povov eivar A€yovres tov TOU Kupio Hav 
"Inoov Xpiocrov warépa, tov povov ayévyytov, ba tovto dpvotpeba, Kat 
Xpucrov Geov elvac tpo aiwywy~ szrotod eiow of ad ParAov Tov Sapooa- 
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SYNOPSIS. 35 


’ aN ¥ 
Aéyorres, TO THY Gow Wor avOpwrov yeyovévat’ oldaper yap Kal avrov, 
3 \ e 4 ~ ‘ A “a ” | A e 
el Kal UTOTETAaKTaL TH Tarpt Kal Tw Hew, GAA Spws Tpd aldvuwv yervnPévra 
éx Tov Oeot Oedv xara piow réXeiov elvat Kal dAnOyH, nat py €€ dvOpwrewv 
Q “~ > A w~ ~ 
pera tavrTa Oedv, GAN ex Oeod evavOpwrynaat Se nyas Kal pydérore dzo- 
\ @ 
Awdexora ro eivat. (C.5.) BodeAvoadpcOa Sé wpos tovrots Kai dvaGeua- 
, . 4 ~ 
riLopey Kai Tous Adyov pév pdvov avrov Ydrov Tou Oeov Kal dvirapKrov 
2 r ¢ aX “~ 2 e¢ 7 , 9 ” a N e by ° ‘ 
émurAaotws KaAouvras, év Erépw To elvat éxovra, voy ev WS TOV mpopupLKoY 
Aeyopevov tro twwy, viv dé ds Tov évdudBerov, Xpuotov S€ adroy Kai vidv 
“A 6 a“ ‘ id N > 7 a 6 A A > \ 27 6 ‘ 
Tov Geov Kat pecityny kai eixdva tov Oeod py elvat mpo aiwvwy OéAovtas, 
> a“ “A 
GAN’ éx tore Xpurrov airov yeyovevas kai vicvy rov Oeor, && ob rHv Hue 
, 2 ~ LA , > ld N id 3 4 oA 
tépay éx THs Tapévov capxa dveiAnde mpo TeTpaxogiwy ovx GAwv Era ° 
éx rore yap tov Xpiotov dpyinv Bactrelas éoynévar eédover, cai réXos 
eeav airy peta THY owréAcav Kai trHv kpiow. (C. 6.) Totodror dé eiow 
\ a a“ 
ot dro MapxéAXov kat Pwrewod (Ath. Sxorewod) trav 'AyxupoyaAarav, 
a A 4 4 “a A ‘ Q c ‘ 4 2 ’ 
Gt THY Mpoawviov Urapgw rov Xpiorov Kai rHv Oeoryta Kai THY aredev- 
> “A tr. ’ e 0 > 5. o 3 “a > 8 l4 fe! 
tyTov avrov BactXelav Gpoiws ‘Iovéators aberotow, éri rpoddce rod 
, 5 a “a 4 ” Q a A € a 2 € ~ i 
ovviotacbat Soxeiy TH povapxia.: icpev yap atrov Hels oby arAGs Adyov 
“a “~ n n 
apodopixov % évouderov rov Oeov, ddAAa Lavra Pedy Adyov Kad’ éavrov 
imdpyovra, kai vidv Geov Kai Xpiordv, kal ob mpoyvwoTtKas TuvovTa Kal 
arowvoip(Bovra mpo aiwvwv 7a éavrov warpi Kal mpds macav dtaxovy- 
(4 oa ‘ , ” “a € “ ” A > 4 aQe 
adpevov atte THv Syoupyiay etre TeV Spatav Eire Tov dopatuv. ... Ovddev 
2 
yop mpdcgarov 6 Xpicros mpuceiAndey afiwya, ddr dvwHev rédevov 
; ‘ “A ‘ a lA gy > , \ 
atrov Kal T@ Tarpl Kara wdvTa Gpovov elvar Temiotevxapev. (C.7.) Kat 
L 4 Q\ | 3 ‘ ¢ ‘ ea ,. ¢ “a Gg” 
tous A€yovras b€ TOY avrov elvat TaTEpa Kal VidV Kal GyLoy TVEUpA, Ka: 
évos xal ToU abrov mpdyparos Te Kal rpoowrou Ta Tpia évépara doeBas 
2 4 > 7 > , a 2 LY bf . 2. 8 
éxAapBavovtas, eixdtws droxnpio some THS éxxAnotas, OTe TOV axwpyToV 
S 3 “~ a \ 4 ‘ ‘ 3 “~ 2 4, 
kat d3a0y marépa xwpyrov aya Kat mabyrov da THs évavOpwrjoews 
broriBevtan* Tovovro. ydp elow of Tlutporacctavoi piv rapa ‘Pwpators, 
a , ? x e lal » “ € aA ‘ ‘\ ? 
ZaBeAAavoi Sé kadovpevor tap Hyitv. Otdapev yap ypets tov wev amroo- 
TeiAavra Epa. év Tw OlKEelw THS GvaAAoWToU Ged nOer pepevnxevar 
vra Trarépa év Te olkeiw THS GvahAowrov Gedryros HOE penevy ; 
A dec 2 aXé x S ‘ a ? rf) A > , yx 
tov 6€ drootadévra Xpiorov tHv THS évavOpwrycews oikovopiay memrAn- 
poxéva. (C.8.) ‘Opoiws S€ xai rots ob Bovdjoe ovdé Gedynoet yeye- 
vio Gat tov viov eipyxdtas dveviaBas, avaykynv 5% SyAovore 4BovAnrov Kat 
drpoalperov trepiteDetkdras TH Dew, va axwy yevrynoy tov vidv, duceBeo- 
fe) a t 
ratous Kal THs éxkAnalas E€vous éxvywodoKopev.... (C.9.) AAA ovde 
a “ > @ A “A .Y € 4 € a, ”~ QA 4 
tov Oeov xa” éavrov elvat, Env re Kai trapyxew dpotws T@ marpt AéyovrTes, 
dua ToUTO ywpilou-v avrov Tov rarpds.| The deputation to the Bishops 
of Italy. Council of Milan (345). Deposition of Photinus. Refusal of 
the deputies to condemn Arianism. Restoration and triumph of Athana- 
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sius. Its penalty. Action of Valens and Ursacius [Letters; Council 
(Milan 317?)]. Letters of the First Sirmian Synod (347). Second 
Synod (851):— Its occasion and character. Athanasius’s comment on 
its action. Synods of Arles and Milan. Hostility of the Emperor to 
Athanasius. The Third Sirmian Synod (357): A Western Synod ; its 
Formula [Quod vero quosdam aut multos movebat de substantia; quae 
Graece usta appellatur, id est. ut expressius intelligatur, homousion, aut 
quod dicitur homoeusion, nullam omnino fieri oportere mentionem, nec 
quemquam praedicare : ea de causa et ratione, quod nec in divinis scrip- 
turis contineatur, et quod super hominis scientiam sit. ... Nulla ambigui- 
tas est, majorem esse Patrem. ... Et hoc catholicum esse nemo ignorat, 
duas personas esse patris et filii, majorem patrem, fillum subjectum cum 
omnibus his, quae ipsi pater subjecit]. Response from the Counci of 
Antioch (358). Anomoeanism. Effect produced. The Council of Ancyra 
(358) : Its call, occasion, motive, attendance. Its Letter ["H wiorts nya 
eis Trarépa Kal vidv Kai ayov Trvevua (6) éorw. ... Ovxody of avayerva- 
pevot els TavTyy THy ToT, eioeBOs VoEiy Tas Ex THY dvopaTwy évvoias 
ddeiAopev. Ov yap ele BamrriLovres airords els ro dvopa ... Tov dyev- 
viarov Kat ‘yeryjtov, GAX eis TO TOU waTpds, Kai TOD viet, Kal TOU ayioU 
MVE paToS, va GVOPAaTWY TpoTaKovovTES ATO TOV Pvoikov TOV TaTépa 
airtov dpotas avrov violas évvoapev, Kal TO Gvopa TOU Viov aKoVOVTES, Gmot- 
ov vonowpev Tov vloy Tov maTpds, ov éoTW 6 vids. — ‘"Eredy mas tarnp 
époias oicias abrov voeirat marnp.— Kai Extra ovrws KrioTys pev ws 
Geds, kar’ ovdev GAws mrarnp.—‘H dé éxxAnoia weriotevxev, Ort Oeds od 
povov éori Kriorns KTiopdtwv (TovTo yap lovdator re Kai “EAAqves ézi- 
aravrat), GAN Ort Kal maTyp éott povoyevods. — Kal gavepov, Gre of pH 
Kar ovaiay Aéyovres Opotov TH warpt Tov viov ovre vidv A€yovow, adAd, 
KTiC Pa. LOVOV, OUTE TOV TaTépa, GAAG KTiaTHV* THS Gpoiov évvotas ovK émt 
TV TaVvToTHTA Tov TaTpos ayovans Tov viov, GAN éxt Ti Kar otciay 
dpotoryta. Kai drdppyrov é abrov drabas yvynowryta.— Pavepov ydp, ore 
THs Cus THS TOU povoyevods TOU éx Tov Tarpos yeyevypérys ovcias voov- 
PEVYS, TO, OUTWS, THY GpoLdTyTA THS ovTias TpOs Ovaiay onpaiver.— éfov- 
aig 6pod Kat odcias matpos Tov povoyevovs viov — But the Son is not 
Opoovatos, or TavToovatos, with the Father]. The Fourth (al. Fifth) 
Sirmian Council (559).— Character and why convened. Its formula 
[To 8¢ dvopa rhs ovoias Sta 7d dxAovcrepoy ime T&v TaTépwy Tebcic Oat, 
dyvootpevoy b¢ imo trav Aady oxdrdadov dépety, 51d. 76 pare TAs ypadas 
TOUTO TEplexelv, NPETE TOUTO TrEpLatpEeO vat Kat TavTEAGs pydepiay pyynpyV 
avaias émi Geov elvat tod Aourov, da 70 Tas Gelas ypapas pydapov rept 
Tov Tarpos Kal viod ovoias pepvijcQa.. “Opowv S& A€youev Tov vidv Tp 
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’ ‘ s . 
marpi Kara TavrTa, ws Kal al dyiat ypadat A€yovol re Kai Sddoxovew j. 
v . e ° e SY A e 
Valens’ tubscripticn ; Basil's [kava wavra includes Kava 70 elvat]. Minute 
e e . as un“ 
issued by Basil of Ancyra, George of Laodicea, and others [To tHs otaias 
Ovopa yupvas pev ev TaAag xat Kauy od xetrac Tpady, 6 rots Sé rav- 
“A e a aA cy > ¢e e . ld ee , ” 
Taxov Peperar: xai mparcy, dd ov 6 Geos réeutwy Muioda cipnxer: 
9 2 « a ea 3 , e *” 3 , 6 e 4 e 
Otrws pets trois viots Iopand: ‘O av. — qvayxdoOnoav of narépes, ot 
, a“ SY , e ‘ g € e., e , 
xpivavres Tlatiov tov Sapcoaréa... ha det~wory, ore 6 vies trdctracw 
a” ‘ e ‘ 2 ld ‘ 2» > @ A be ea , > 2 ? >? a 
exel, Kal Urapywv éori, Kal wv éotty, ovxi O€ fypa er, otolav eirew 
a. e, 8 § 4 a G e \ ) , ‘ nme er 
Kal TOV vidv, THy¥ Otagupav Tov Te KaG éavroy avuTdpKToV Kat Tov trap- 
a ~ a °° > @ ? , “"y: 4 9 2 iY 
XOVTOS TH THS ctotas dvdpare emidetxrvivtes. — YréAaBov yap, ort, ef 7d 
a > , 9 ’ a ; , , bY > os # 
THs ototas éxPAnbein. xara BordAnow povov déycvres, Kat Kat évépyeav 
¢ a 4 ey ¢ , 27 gg . 3 t ’ X ‘ 
Opfotov TH TaTpi TOV vidv, ELovaiav otaias EFovot py GvopaLlopérys, Aourov 
dvdpotov A€yev Kara TO elvat, kai KaTa TO bmapxe TOV Viov TO TaTpPL. — 
‘ a ~ 
Kat py trapaccetw 70 trav trcotdcewy Cvopa twas. Ata tutto yop tro- 
4 e > A ’ 9g “a id , al a e , 
oraces ci dvarckinct A€ycrvow, ba tas idryTas TAY TpLouTuV ifectu- 
gas kat trapyorcas yupicwow. Ei yap mveipa 6 rarnp, mvetpa wal 6 
en , ‘ . g¢ a > “~ NY € es “Y 4 de 
vlos, mver'pa Kal TO Aylov WvevMa, Ov voEiTat TaTHp 6 vids. Yoéoryne bé 
ry 4 a a 3 a er ‘ ry ” 2? e a 
KL TO Tvet pa, & ov voeiTat vids, 6 Kat cix tote. ... Eixorws tdeoraros 
Ne U ‘ 4 ca ‘ A , aA e 2 Q id 4 
Kat brdpxovtus [marpos Kat viot | cat Tov mve‘paros TLV ayiov, Tas idC- 
TYHTAS... TpocwTwv theatatwy troatages dvopatcvaw ot dvatcAtxol, 
“A A A « € 
odxt Tas TpEis UroOTATELS, TPES Gpxas, 7H TpeEts Deots A€yovtes. ... ‘Opo- 
fe) 9 9 a 
Aoyovor yap piav civat OectyTa, éureptexovoay de viod év wve‘part a&yip 
pS s e A 4 ‘ ‘ , 4 ‘ \ , 
Ta nayra, Opodrcyotot play GectyTa, kat piav Bacrrctav, ai piav dpxnv. 
./ ”~ , “ Ed “~ 
Opes 7a xpcouna év tais idtoryot tav imcotacewy etoeBas ywwpiCovar 
ma la C4 a 
— Kai xara pév tyv tot nartpos [al. xverparos] evotay TavTov, ws Kata 
N “ a ¢ , ry AY dé sr’ e 5 , Q 
THY THS GapKos Evvotav tautdév. Od tavrov O€, GAA opotoy, CLoTL TO 
i @ > e€ a? 3 ” ¢ , A 5] a Ld , > , 
mvevpa 6 €otiv 6 vids, ovK éotw 6 maTHp.— Avo Kav TaTépa povcy ovopya- 
» as 2 . a ry , No” ~" @a 
Cwpev, Exouev TO dvdpare Tod TaTpos CTUrUTAKOVOLEV NY THY EVVOLAY TOU VLOV. 
4 fa) ‘\ 4 4 A) 
Tlarnp yap vied zarnp A€yerut. Kay viov povov ovopacwpev, exopev THV 
” a , 9 es ‘ Xr ’ "E ‘ 6 , 6 N) 
evvolay TOU TaTpos, OTL vios marpos A€yetat. Eyertar yap Gatepov Care- 
A > , e , : AAG XN , € 4 rv Ud 
pov, at od duaxomterat ) axéors. AAAG Kal povoy Exatepov Aeyopevoy 
‘ , “ “ a“ 
ouveicdye. Garépov tiv évvotav: Kai ov TO Ovcpa pcvuv, GAAa peTa Tov 
4 “a , a ‘ N 
évéparos Kal ris higews THY olxeoryTa. Llarépa yap vootvres tov Geor, 
“A ~ , a“ a“ a ad s 
Geot voctyev warepa: Kal viov vootyres Geot, Geov vootpev tov pyBérra 
er rf) ”~ a ¢ 9 ? a “ e e x ~ 7 "A 4 
viov Geov, Kai ouowov éexeivw Kata THY Plow, OU Kal voeiTat vids. Ayer- 
oe f) U ~a 9 , poe 4 > ‘4 , 
vyrov 88 ob A€yeran yervyrod dyérvyrov, ovde yevvyTov dyervyTou yevvyTov }. 
Lhe Homoean Councils following Sirmium 1V. [Ariminum (at first Nicene; 
finally, formula of Nice, with Valens’ © Si quis dixerit creaturam filium 
dei, ut sunt ceterae creaturae,” and other additions) ; Seleucia (Homoeou- 
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sian at first, but finally Homoean, through Nice, Ariminum, and extorted 
signatures of deputies to Constantius; dvouotos condemned, and both 
Opoovatos and dpoicvotos rejected as foreign to Scripture); the Confer- 
ence at Nice and its Formula (= Third Sirmian Formula, without 
Kara mavra; added, pyre pny Seiv ext mpoowrov marpos Kai viod Kat 
dyiov mvetparos pilav indaracw dvopdleoBar) ; Constuntinople (= Sirm. 
IIL, Nive; ot8€ dpeirer iadoracis wept marpos Kai vio’ Kat ayiou mvev- 
patos évoudterOat)|.~ Character of the proceedings at these Councils: 
The real issue at last made clear. Change in the East. The greatness 
of Athanasius [insight, depth of religious conviction, sense of reality, single 
aim, steadfasiness, devotion ;—s To wept mavtos GvTos Hiv dyGvos, Kai 
mpoKkeyevov viv } dpyvycacOar H THPHCAL THY TidTLW. — PN TKLAPLAXopev. 
— 6 dé vids... éorw 6 viorowdy Kai éhevOepGv 7a wavTa.— ov yap KTiopa 
cuvnnre Ta Ktispata TO Gew.— Ils 8é, elxep xticopa Hv 6 Aoyos, tiv 
daégacw Tod Geod Aicat Svvards Fv, kat ddeivar Tv dpapriay ;—7d ydp 
idtov THS TOU mazpos ovcias éoTiv 6 vids, ev @ H KTiats mpds TOV Deov 
kaTn\Adooeto. — kai év ait@ maca 7 kriots Krilerat Kat viorotetrat |. 
Contrast, in method of approach to the central question, between the 
Fourth and the Nineteenth Centuries; yet the same ultimate problem. 
The Council of Constantinople (881).— The Call. Composed of Eastern 
Bishops. ' Affirmed the Nicene Confession (Canon I.). Probable origin 
of the Creed attributed to this Council, and now known as the Nicene 
Creed. 

§ 39. The Church doctrine of the Son as stated in the Nicene Creed.— 
Doctrinal purpose for which the Council was called :— Testimony of 
Athanasius; Synodal Letter; internal evidence. A Church Confession 
of Faith. Its special charactersstic. Import of the phrases: é« Tys 
ovaias tov matpds; yevyyOevta, ob Trombévra; dpoovowv te warpi. 
The humanity [capxoOévra, évarOpwrycavtra]. The traditional confession 
of Unity and Trinity. Stage marked by the Creed in the history of 
Christian doctrine. 

§ 40. Theological Development of the Nicene Doctrine of the Son from 
A. D. 325 to c. A.D. 450, or from the Nicene to the Athanasian Creed. 
[The Athauasian Creed is used as representing a type of Trinitarian doc- 
trine in the fifth century, not as itself’ then composed.]— Leading 
repserentatives of the Nicene Theology [Athauasius, Basil of Caesarea, 
Cyril of Jerusalem, Gregory of Nazianzus, Gregory of Nyssa, Hilary of 
Pictavium, Ambrose, Augustine]. Importance of observing the main ten- 
dency of thought in an age of awakened thought and unusual intellectual 
vigor. _ Influence in the Fourth Century of Homoousianism upon Sub- 
ordinationism... Neglect of this in the earlier and traditional English and 
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New England interpretation of post-Nicene Trinitarianism [Bishop Bull, 
Moses Stuart]. Alleged influence of a heatben education on the Nicene 
Fathers. The early training of Athanasius and the three Cappadocians. 
Of Ambrose and Augustine. Of Hilary. Alleged influence of the Pagan 
Theogonirm and Emanationism. Attitude of the teachers of the Church 
from the time of Justin Martyr. Disproof, from their conflict with the 
Semi- Arians, of the assertion that the Nicene Fathers understood coeasen- 
tiality to imply only inferior divinity. Argument derived trom their not 
predicating self-existence and independence of the Son. Confusion of 
thought inthis argument. Aim of the Nicene and Post- Nicene Theology. 
What constitutes a true *‘Middle Way” in a Theological Controversy ? 
Prevailing errors which the defenders of the Nicene symbol] endeavored 
to overcome. How did Semi-Arianism propose to mediate? Defect in 
its Middle Way. Superiority of the Nicene mediation. Further adjust- 
ments needed. The transition from a doctrine of the Sonship which im- 
plied inferiority to one which maintained essential equality Adjustment 
of the doctrine of distinct Hy postases to that of the Unity of the Godhead. 
Influence of Augustine. The Athanasian Creed. Terminology of the 
Fathers. (1) Greek usage. Meaning of ovota. Of “Yadoraots. Its 
primary idea How used by Athanasius and in the Creed? Influence of 
the Sabellian Controversy. Special import as compared with ovtca. 
Final usage. Tpéowzov. (2) Latin terms—are they dependent on 
Greek usage? Effect of starting with the word substantia. Objections to 
the word persona. Augustine’s suggestion. 


CHAPTER III.—The Divinity of the Holy Spirit. 
Kai eis avetpa dyiov. 

§ 41. The early doctrine respecting the Holy Spirit.—Testimony of Chris- 
tian faith and worship. Early and wide use of the Baptismal Formula. 
Sequence of discussion. How early were explicit formulas adopted ? 
Baur’s classification of the opinions of the Ante-Nicene Fathers. Did they 
identify the Holy Spirit with the Logos? Position in respect to the 
Divinity and personal agency of the Spirit. Progress of thought. 

§ 42. The Nicene-Constantinopolitan Doctrine. — Gregory’s testimony 
respecting the existence of doubt and error. Position of the Arians 
[Eunomians]. Of the Macedonians [avevparopaxor; tpomioi]. Of. 
some of the Homoeousians. Of Hilary of Pictavium. Principal writers 
(Athanasius, Basil, Gregory Nazianzen, Gregory of Nyssa]. Their works. 
Leading aim. Two questions chiefly discussed. Arguments employed to 
prove the Divinity of the Holy Spirit. Hypostatic property ascribed to the 
Spirit. The Symbol of Constantinople (381). Signification of the terms 
Koptov, Cworotdy, TO ék TUv TaTpos éxmcpevdpevoy (non factus, nec crea-. 
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tus, nec genitus (est), sed procedens). Terms to which they are opposed: 
Aeroupyucdy, Staxovexov Sanpérys or SoiAos Oeod ; Epyov, xticpa, Tompa ; 
factus, creatus. Common purpose of the terms used in the symbol. TLe 
Hypostatic property of the Spirit. 

§ 48. The Augustinian and Western Doctrine of the Procession of the 
Spirit. Augustine’s conception of the Father and Son as, relrtively to the 
Spirit, one principle. His reasons for this opinion. Its influence on 
Subordinationism. Its appearance in a regula fidei catholicae [Council of 
Toledo, A.D. 447(?): a patie filioque procedens]; also in the form of the 
Constantinopolitan Symbo! subscribed by Reccared and Baddo (Badda), 
also by other Visigoths (bishops, nobles, and others, converts from Arian- 
ism), at the Third Council of Toledo, A.D. 589 [Credimus et in Spiritum 
Sanctum, dominum et vivificatorem, ex Patre et Filio procedentem]. 
Probable occasion for the addition. 


CHAPTER IV. The Trinity. 

TItorevw eis Eva Oeov warépa. ... Kai eis va xiiptov Incoty Xproroy, 
rov vidv, Suoovo.ov TH tarpi. ... Kat eis rd wvedpa TO dyov, TO KUptov, 
ro Cowtrody, TO éx Tod matpos éxropevdpevov. Fides autem catholica haec 
est: ut unum Deum in Trinitate, et Trinitatem in Unitate veneremur; 
neque confundentes personas: neque substantiam separantes. 

§ 44. Value of the statement of the Doctrine of the Trinity in the Nicene 
and Athanasian Creeds. Diffvrence between the Eastern theological 
method of apprehending the Trinity and the Western. Substantial 
agreement. Relation of the Nicene Creed to preceding thought. Of the 
Athanasian to the period from Athanasius to Augustine. Their value as 
an outcome of Christian thought. Asa challenge to thought respecting 
their ultimate origin and impulse : — Seven stages in the process by which 
these symbolic statements were gained. Central principle and unbroken 
line of connection. Influence of faith in Christ as a divine Redeemer 
upon the doctrine of the Holy Spirit; on the conception of the Logos; of 
the Divine Fatherhood ; of the Oneness of God; of the relation of the 
entire historic revelation to the Being of God. Difficulties confronted 
(Jewish monotheism, Celsus and Lucian, the Alexandrian Philosophy, in- 
trinsic perplexities). The testimony given by this continuity as to the 
impression made by Christ, and as to the origin of the Ductrine of the 
Trinity. [Note on the “Fifth Gospel.”] Theological character of the 
Creeds. The true test of their claim toa permanent place in the Church’s 
confession of its faith. Advantage of the Nicene-Constantinopolitan 
Symbol over the Athanasian. Relative and restricted value of these 
Creeds. Dr. Hatch’s contrast between the Sermon on the Mount and the 
Nicene Creed. Truth in the contrast. Also, a suggestion of error. The 
moral necessity of the theological movement which the Creeds sum up. 
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Their valne as an index finger pointing to inadequate answers to the 
fundamental question respecting Christianity. These insufficient answers 
always at hand. The Creeds a record of a response to successive ques- 
tionings as to the Faith. Distinctive value of the Creeds: Combination 
of elements worked out historically (Coessentiality ; Hypostatic distinc- 
lions, Relationship, Order). Each has a value as excluding error. Also, 
as a positive contribution to knowledge of God. Cvessentiality — one and 
the same God creates, redeems, gives spiritual life. The distinctions: 
expressed by terms of analogy, and limited by other knowledge, yet are 
terms of revelation. Meaning, in the economical Trinity. What added 
by regarding the Distinctions as ontological, and constituents of the divine 
Personality. Reality of the divine immanence — plenitude, presence in 
totality. Escape from Deistic and Pantheistic conceptions. Aid to other 
theological conceptions. Truth in the conception of the Logos or Son as 
related to the world, yet it is incomplete. Related Hypostases: sugges- 
tion of Unity. Advantage of the Biblical terms. The “ Mystery ” not 
mathematical. Where located. Personality of the Distinctions: its 
religious significance. Hypostatic order. ‘The Creeds affirm an ontologi- 
cal Trinity, yet under the forms of revelation. More specifically, in the 
terms of the historical Christian revelation. The term “Son.” Validity 
of its ontological interpretation. Loss of religious value if the economical 
is sundered from the ontological. Revelation reveals. Loss of doctrinal 
security when the economical is not carried back into the ontological. 
Value of experience depends on what is experienced. Historical criti- 
cism carries the doctrine of the Trinity back into Apostolic teaching and 
the revelation of God in Christ. The Trinitarian Creeds are ministrant 
to the most real and spiritual knowledge of God. Testimony of worship, 
liturgies, hymns. Letter of Kingsley. Prayer of Augustine. Have con- 
sidered diversities and antagonisms. Important to mark the points of 
agreement. Reasons why the doctrine was regarded as of intrinsic 
religious worth. 


Il. THE DOCTRINE OF THE INCARNATION. 
Kat eis rov yevvPevta éx mvevparos aytov Kat Mapias rns rapOevov. 
... TOY capkwhévra, évavOpwrycaryta. 

§ 45. Preliminary Elements of the Doctrine of the Person of Christ 
now to be considered. General course of the Doctrine. Method of the 
Lectures. 

CHAPTER I.—The Faith of the Ante-Nicene Church. 
§ 46. The Humanity and Personal Unity an Article of Faith. Evidence 


from the Creeds and Rules of Faith. From the opposition to Docetism, 
Beryl of Bostra, Humanitarianism. From the opinions of the Fathers. 
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§ 47. The Early Christology.—Irenaeus: Special interest attaching to 
his views. His conception of the Person of Christ. Of the completeness 
of his Humanity. Of the personal Union. Elements of the doctrine 
recognized by Tertullian, Origen, and others. Character of the subsequent 
Progress of the Doctrine. Hastened by Christological Heresies of the 
Second and Third Periods. 


CHAPTER II.— The Church Doctrine as developed into 
: Symbolic Statements. _ 


§ 48. The First Three Councils. — Nicene statement. Nicene-Constan- 
tinopolitan. The condemnation of the Marcellians, and the words ov THIS 
BacWelas ox éorae rédos. The condemnation of the Apollinarians. 

Action of the Third Ecumenical Council. By whom repudiated. 

§ 49. The Fourth Ecumenical Council (451). Position of the Doctrine 
when the Council met — (1) In relation to the Creeds of the Church. (2) 
To the tendencies of thought in the Church. Two Heresies connected 
with these. Characteristics of the Alexandrian Christology. Explain 
Athanasius’s language :1 9 dovyxutos puoixy Evwors Tov Adyou mpos THY 
iSiav avrovd yevopevyv odpxa ; also the formulas—pia Picts Tov Jeod Adyou 

cecapkwpéry,— ex S80 gicewv mpd Tis Evdgews, pera Sé THY Erwow pia 
dvots, and their connection. Wide prevalence of the Alexandrian Chris- 
tology. Its merits. Augustine’s approximation to it. Main thought of 
the Antiochian Christology. Explain the Nestorian terms: ovvadea.: 
évwots oxerixn* Staipecis Tav idwydrwv. Opposed to what terms of the 
Alexandrian School? (3) In relation to the conflict of these Schools 
previous to A.D. 451. Chief opponent of Nestorius. The symbolic word 
of this controversy [@eordxos]. Its significance to the two parties. Pur- 
port and aim of Cyril’s letter to Nestorius. [duddopoe pev ai zpos évo- 
TyTa TH GAnOwyv ovvevexOeioa dices, els dé e€ audoiv Xpioros Kat 
vids *— éretdyy O¢ Ou ds, cat dud THY yuerépay awrypiav évwcas éavTa 
xa’ indotacw capa avOpumwov, mpondAGev éx yuvakds, Tavryrot A€yerat 
yevvnPivar capKixas *— éreidn O€ TO yeyovds avbrov idov c&pa werdvbe, 
ravry wadtwv airos A€yerat wabetv irép jpaov. "Hv yap 6 abros dmabhjs 
év 7@ wdoxovTt cwpart]. Reception and influence of this letter. Creed 
to which it gave rise. By whom composed. Its character. [dvo0 qv- 
gewv evwots yéyove. — Oedv TéActov Kal dvOpwrov rédetov ex Yuyys Aoyt- 
KyS Kat owpatos.— Kara ravryv tHv tis dovyx’rov évacews evvotav 
dporoyovpev THY Gyiav rapHévov GeordKoy, dia 76 Tov Oedv Adyov capKu- 
Ojvat xat évavOpurjoat, cat é& airns THs ovAAMews Evaoat EavTa rov ef 
airns AnPOevra vadv- ras Sé cbayyedikds Kal dmrooroAKas epi Tod 
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Kupiou gwvds, iopev rovs OeoAdyous dvdpas, Tas pev KotvoroLoWTas, ds 
ef’ évds mpoowrov, ras 5¢ Siaipodvras, ws ext S00 Picewv: Kal Tas pev 
Geompereis xara tiv Oedryta tod Xpwrrod, ras Sé ramewads cata Thy 
avOporéryra avrov mapadiddvras]. Cyril’s explanation in respect to the 
participation of the Logos in suffering. What secured by each of the 
parties. Final issue. Next stage of the controversy. Eutyches’ tenet. 
Flavian’s course. Action of his Synod (448). Leo’s letter (Epistola 
dogmatica) — Its occasion and importance? Its leading positions ? 
(Verbum caro factum est, et habitavit in nobis, hoc est in ea carne, 
quam assumsit ex homine, et quam spiritu vitae rationalis animavit 
Salva igitur proprietate utriusque naturae et substantiae, et in unam 
coeunte personam, suscepta est a majestate humilitas ... ut, quod nostris 
remediis congruebat, unus atque idem mediator Dei et hominum, homo 
Jesus Christus, et mori posset ex uno, et mori non posset ex altero. In 
integra ergo veri hominis perfectaque natura verus natus est Deus, totus 
in suis, totus in nostris.... Qui enim verus est Deus, idem verus est homo: 
et nullum est in hac unitate mendacium, dum invicem sunt et humilitas 
hominis et altitudo Deitatis.... Agit enim utraque forma cum alterius 
communione qnod proprium est. Verbo scilicet operante, quod Verbi est, 
et carne exequente quod carnis est. Unum horum coruscat miraculis, 
aliud succumbit injuriis]. The “Robber Synod” (449) — its occasion, 
leader, and action. (4) Position of the doctrine in relation to leaders, 
nationalities, the empire. Dioscorus. Theodoret. Anatolius. Leo the 
Great. Pulcheria. Marcian. The general political situation. The 
Eastern Empire. Its true membership. The disaffected membership. 
The Nestorian and Eutychian questions connected with national rivalries. 
Syria. Armenia. Egypt and Abyssinia. Union of Church and State 
(Thodosius the Great). Eastern Monachism and Monasticism. 

§ 50. The Fourth Ecumenical Council (continued). Attendance. Pro- 
ceedings at the First Session. At the Second. Objections to Leo’s letter. 
How met. Can Cyril’s doctrine be harmonized with the formnla: Agit 
utraque forma, etc.? Position given at the close to Leo’s letter (Instruc- 
tion of the doubting, etc.). At the Fifth Session. New turn of affairs. 
Final result— how obtained. Doctrine of the Creed? [... €va «at tov 
abrov Gpodoyeiv vidv ... éxdiddoxopev ... €k dvo0 picewy (leg. év duo ice- 
aw) dovyxirus, atpérrus, Gdiaipérws, axwpiotws yvopilopevov *-— awlo- 
pevys ... THS Wusryros Exarépas pioews Kat eis Ev wpdowTOV Kal piav 
irootacw ovvtpexovons|. By whom received. How far Ecumenical? 
Its value. Its scientific defect. Due to what? 

§ 51. The Fifth and Sixth Ecumenical Councils (558, 680-681). The 
Monophysite Controversy (451-680).—Four Phases? [a. 451-482 (Zeno’s 
Henoticon) b. 482-565 (Justin Il.: Edict of Peace) c. 565-622 (Herac- 
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lius) d. 622-680 (Monothelitism)]. Application of the title Monophysiter. 
Divergence from Eutyches. Their objection to the two natures. Litur- 
gical formula. Where powerful. Design and import of Zeno’s Henoti- 
con. Twofold effect. Nature of the Division between the Monophysites. 
Concessions made by Justinian. What controversy resulted? Action 
of the Fifth Council. Its significance. How interpreted by Justinian. 
IJ.? Basis of renewed negotiations with the Monophysites by Heraclius ? 
Mia Oeavdpixy évépyera— origin of this formula. Its ambiguity. By 
whom opposed ? Result of Sophronius’s opposition. Correspondence of 
Sergius and Honorius. Position of the latter Course of Sophronius (as 
Patriarch). Second letter of Honorius. Heraclius’s "ExOeous — what 
expressions condemned? What doctrine affirmed? How received ? 
Ecclesiastical strength at this time of Monothelitism. Death of Honorius 
and its consequences. Course of Constans IJ. (the Type — Tvzos 7ept 
miorews). Action of the Lateran Synod (649). Policy of Constantine 
(1V.) Pogonatus. Measures adopted by Agatho. Their result. Pur- 
port and importance of his letter. Request of the Roman legates at the 
first session of the Council. Character of the subsequent proceedings. 
Persistency and reasoning of Macarius. His Confession [owferar 8é 
padrov 7 idtorns éxarépas dicews év évi tpoodrw xai troordce pa: 
... OF yap Kara @edov ta Oeia, od8 ad Kata avOpuiTov 7a dvOpdmwa 
GAX' évavOpwrjcas eos Adyos Kawyv-riwa tiv Geavdpuxny evépyeav, Kat 
ravrnv GAyv Cowmotoy éemideixvuTar... advvarov yap ev éi kal rO aire 
Xpisrg@ 7H Oew judy dvo dua Kat xata Tavrov evavria, 7 Kat Spore 
iderravat OeAjpara]. Relation of the human nature to the Divine. 
Action of the Council at the eighteenth Session. [From the Symbol: 
... Ovo Protas OeAnoes Aroe GeAnpara év air@ (Xpiore), xat dvo 
dvoias evepyeias adiaipérws, arpérrus, duepiotus, dovyxitus, Kara THV 
Tov ayiwy matépwy SidacKadiav waavTws KypiTropev* Kai dvo pév pvoikd 
Gedynpara odk trevavria, wy yévorto,... GAN Exdpevov To dvOpumiwov 
airov OéAnpa, Kat py dvturirrov, 4 dvriutadatov, wadAdov pév odv kat 
imoracadpevov TO Oeiw avtov Kat mavodevet OeAjpati. “Ede yap 
Td THs capKos GeAnpua KuyPHvat, troraynvar O€ TH OeArpare tO Oeixd. | 
[From the Address to the Emperor: Et yap d6éAyrdv re xat dvépynrov 
ryv avOpwrivyy tov Kupiov diow Néyew mapyoomev Tod TO TéAEOV ev 
avOpwroryrt céowortat; otdéy yap owiornow Erepov ris dvOpwrivys 
ovolas THY TeAELOTHTA, Ei pyrorye TO otarwdes GéAnwa, 5t ob Kai 4 THs 
aireEovortnros év yuly xapaxrypilerat Ovvapis. Ovrws éyérw Kai 7 
ovawdyns évépyea ... ‘Qomep ovv 7 tov dv0 dicewy ovvdpopy plav piv 
dovyxuTov te, kal ddiarpyrov épirage tiv imécracw, ovtw kal H pia, 
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broorams év d¥0 duaddprovca dicect Ta éxatépa mpooynkovTa mapedel- 
xvvev tora}. 

§ 52. Conclusions. Historical streneth of the doctrine of two natures. 
Of the desire to connect Christ’s sufferings with the Logos. Logical rela- 
tion of the action of the Sixth Council to that of the Fourth. Relation 
to the doctrine of the oneness of Christ’s Person. Seeming divergence 
between the Creed and the Address. Agreement as to the centre of 
personality. Form in which the doctrine was inherited by the Mediacval 
Church. John of Damascus [tpdmos dvriddoews > tepydpyots * cap§— 
ovoe dvuToaratos — ov Kab’ éaurny idtoavataros — trooraca, évuréota- 
Tos paAdov]. 

[Second Period —§ 00. Christology of Apollinaris, Athanasius and the 
three Cappadocians, Hilary, Cyril of Alexandria, Augustine(?). § 00. 
Of Theodore of Mopsuestia, Nestorius, Theodoret, Augustine, Leo.] 

[Third Period —§ 00. Of Severus, Julian (Mia évépyea) Pseudo- 
Dionysius Areopasita, Theodore of Pharan, Sergius, Pyrrhus, Cyrus, 
(Ev 6éAnpa) Honorius. § 00. Of Bocthius. Sophronius, Maximus, Anas- 
tasius, Martin I., Agatho. § 00. Of Jolin of Damaseus. ] 


Il. THE DOCTRINE OF SALVATION. 


\ + “ > s , a v4 ‘ 4 “~ , 
Kat eis... rov ét Tlovriov tAdrov oravpwévra Kai radévra, TH TpiTH 
neepa avactavra ex (Tay) vexpav, dvaBavra els Tovs Ovpavors, Kv Onpevov 
év defta Tov Ig, OOev € ( La i is. Kai 
@ TOU warps, OOev Epyerat Kpivery Cavras Kat vexpovs. Kat... 
, ” 
ayiav éxxAnoiav, dpecw apaptiav, capKds avacTacty. 


+. Oa THY HueTepay Gwrnpiav. 
CHAPTER I.— The Provision of Salvation. Redemption. 


§ 58. The Faith of the Church. Comprehensive Principle of the Soteri- 
ology of the Ancient Church. What involved in Union between God 
and Man, according to the Fathers. Chuistological ground of this Union. 
Relation to it of Christ’s Person. Of bis History. His Death. Value 
attached, from the beginning, to his vicarious sufferings and death (Objec- 
tive efficacy. Expiation): Testimony of Apostolic Fathers: Justin : Cle- 
ment of Alexandria; Tertullian; Irenaeus; Cyril of Jerusalem; later 
Fathers. 

§ 54. Views of the Fathers respecting the rationale of the doctrine: 
General statement as to the scientific growth of the doctrine. Inconsistent 
Opinions. Particular elements and relations. Elementary completeness. 
Two predominant relations of the Death of Christ. Progress made. 
Theory into which that of a ransom to Satan passed over. What Fathers 
recognize a propitiatory theory of Atonement. Connected with what 
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conception of the person of Christ? Patristic conception of the divine 
Justice. Theory of Atonement by vicarious Sacrifice: How presented 
by Irenaeus? Opinions of Urigen unfriendly to it. Significance attached 
to the death of Christ in his exegetical writings. Athanasius’s represen- 
tations. Theory of a ransom paid to Satan: Was it held by Irenaeus? 
How stated by Origen. Three elements of the theory. History of each. 
Process of transition from this theory to that of propitiation. The neces- 
sity of Christ’s death. 


CHAPTER II. The Objects (Subjects) of Salvation. 


>? e nw 4 +) 7 
we. OL HUGS TOUS avOpwrovs. 
ip p 


§ 55. Preliminary. — Reason for the comparative neglect of Anthro- 
pology in the early Church. Special occasion for the discussion of man’s 
moral condition. Relation in which the Freedom of the Will was main- 
tained. Nature of the arguments adduced. Use made of the biblical 
doctrine of fallen angels. Facts universally recognized. Specific ques- 
tions in respect to which two types of doctrine appear as early as the 
third century. 

§ 56. The Greek Anthropology. — Irenaeus’s conception of Freedom. 
Of the necessity of divine grace. Position of the Alexandrian School 
respecting human Freedom. Origen’s exposition of Phil. ii. 13. His 
account of faith. ‘The Alexandrian view of Original Sin. Modifications 
of the Alexandrian Anthropology by the later Greek theologians — Dr. 
Shedd’s statement. Beginnings of such a change in Athanasius’s writings. 
Basil. Rejection of Pelagianism by the Third Council—in what con- 
nection? Considerations which show that salvation is not deemed a 
reward of merit. 

§ 57. The Latin Anthropology before Augustine: General characteristics 
of the Latin Anthropology as compared with the Greek. Specific differ- 
ence arising from the introduction of the doctrine of inherited corruption. 
First formally stated by Tertullian [Malum igitur animae ... ex originis 
vitio antecedit, naturale quodammodo. Nam ... naturae corruptio alia 
natura est,... ut tamen insit et bonum animae illud principale, illud di- 
vinum atque germanum, et proprie naturale. Quvd enim a deo est, 
non tam exstinguitur, quam obumbratur. — lta omnis anima eo usque in 
Adam censeatur, donee in Christo recenseatur.— Quid festinat innocens 
aetas ad remissionem peccatorum ? — per quem (sc. Satanam) homo a pri- 
mordio circumventus, ut praeceptum dei excederet, et propterea in mortem 
datus, exinde totum genus de suo semine infectum suae etiam damnationig 
traducem fecit]. What Latin teachers before Augustine adopt it ? 


‘Their views respecting Regeneration. 
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§ 58. The Pelagian Controversy: Education of Pelagius. Other Pela- 
gian leaders. Words of Augustine which gave offence [Et tota spes mea 
non nisi in magna valde misericordia tua. Da quod jubes, et jube quod vis). 
Errors charged upon Coelestius at Carthage (A.D. 412). Subsequent 
procedings in Palestine. In the West. Positions taken by the Cartha- 
ginian Council, A.D. 418. 

§ 59. Augustine's Anthropology in Comparison with the Pelagian. — 
How early did Augustine adopt the views respecting the relation of Grace 
and Freedom advocated by him in the Pelagian Controverry ? State the 
Pelagian doctrine of the primitive state of man. The Pelagian conception 
of freedom. Its historical connection. Three points to be considered 
in Augustine’s description of man’s primitive condition. Man's original 
endowment. His moral state. What implied in real freedem, or holi- 
ness. Sense in which man was created holy. Further characteristic of 
his original freedom. Augustine’s view of man’s final Perfection. His 
doctrine of Necessity (beata necessitas boni). Mediating Principle by 
which this perfection is to be attained. Different senses in which Augus- 
tine attributes Freedom to man in Paradise. Difference between Augus- 
tine’s conception of Adam’s power of choice and the Pelagian theory. 
Probationary conditions under which this Freedom was exercised. Result 
of right choice under these conditions. The Pelagian doctrine of the Fall 
and its consequences. Extent of the Pelagian opposition to the doctrine 
of Original Sin. Effects of Adam’s transgression recognized by Augustine. 
His view of the impotence to good of the fallen will. Aristotle’s distinc- 
tion between Avvapis and ‘Evépyea. Application of this distinction to 
Augustine’s doctrine of Inability. Connection of his views on this subject 
with his experience. His doctrine of Original Sin. His usual method of 
treating this subject Special excellence of his treatment of it. By what 
test it is.to be judged. Element of the problem unduly slighted in his 
system. The Pelagian doctrine of Grace. Its relation to the will. Ulti- 
mate and adequate reason of a right choice. Objections. Augustine’s 
doctrine. 

§ 60. Semi-Pelagianism. — Duration of the Semi-Pelagian Controversy 
(428-529). Locality. leading writers. Dispute in the Convent of Ad- 
rumetum (A.D. 426). Writings and teaching of Augustine. Training, 
teaching and influence of John Cassian. Treatises of Augustine. Their 
tenor. Charge made in the Praedestinatus. Efforts and success of Faus- 
tus. New movement after his death. By whom originated and sustained. 
Conclusions of the Synod of Orange. Dogmatic result. Question left 
open. Followers of Augustine. Opposition. The Semi-Pelagian doc- 
trine as to Grace and Freedom. Truths apprehended which had been 
slighted by Augustine. Chief defect of Semi-Pelagianism. 
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CHAPTER III.—The Realization of Salvation, through the Holy 
Spirit, in the Present Life. 


§ 61. The Church.— Position of the Article concerning the Church in 
the early Crees. TIrenaeus’s statement [in ecclesia posuit deus apostolos 
...et universam reliquam operationem epiritus]. Origen’s view. Cyp- 
rian’s. The Constantinopolitan statement [es piav, dyiav, caBoAduKnv 
Kal admooroAuny éxxAnoiav| Apostolicity: Two ideas involved. Their 
primitive relation. Subsequent. Causes of the change. Bearers of the 
Apostolical succession. Catholicity: Earliest use and meaning. Cyprian’s 
usage. Later explanations (Cyril of Jerusalem. Augustine). Influence 
of the Donatist controversy. Unity: How represented by Clement of 
Rome. In the Ignatian Epistles. By Irenaeus and Tertullian. By 
Cyprian. What accepted by him as the organ of Unity ? Comparison of 
his view with Irenaeus’s. Influence of the Novatian controversy in devel- 
oping the theory that the Episcopate is the Organ of Unity, and of the 
Holy Spirit. Position of Augustine. Holiness: What question raised ? 
Opinion of the Montanists. Novatians, and Donatists. The Catholic view. 
How stated and defended by Augustine? The Church as the Creation 
and Organ of the Spirit. The Church and the World. 

§ 62. The Sacraments.— General conception of a sacrament (svoTyprio, 
sacramentum). Number. Ilow defined by Augustine. Their operation — 
what always connoted by the term. View thus excluded. Perversion 
of the ancient ideal theory to a magical — how and when effected. 
Questions to be considered. Three modes of conceiving the efficacy of 
sacraments. Representatives of each. Difficulties in the way of such 
a classification. The Eucharist — result of investigation as to liturgical 
formulas. Prevalence of the symbolic theory. Advceates of the theory 
of transformation (kara peraBoAynv). What required of the recipient. 
View taken of the necessity of Sacraments. Their validity. Special 
effects ascribed to Baptism. Subjects. Mode. Opinions respecting the 
benefits conferred by the Eucharist. Rise o£ the sacrificial theory (hostia). 
Sacerdotalism. 

§ 68. The Word of God [10 dadjoar da rev rpodyrar |. 

§ 64. The Forgiveness of Sins. — Its objective presentation. Its appro- 
priation. Failure to appreciate the organic relation between Faith and 
Works. Further and consequent defects and errors. Teaching of Au- 
gustine. Language of Caesarius of Arley. Of the Synod of Orange. 


CHAPTER IY.— The Realization of Salvation in ‘*The World 
to Come.’ 
++ Oey Epxeran xpive Cavtas Kal vexpovs. 


“~ 3 / n ‘ Y ~ ? | val 
ee 7 poo Ooka@ Lev dvactacw vexpav Kat Cwnv Tov peAAovTos aidvos. 
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§ 65. Preliminary.—Period of expectation of the speedy coming of our 
Lord. Growth of belief in the postponement of this Advent [promoted 
by Millenarianism and Montanism (reaction), by the Alexandrian exe- 
gesis, by the progress of the Church and lapse of time, by the conquest of 
the Empire]. Further modification of opinion respecting the Final State 
through (a) the rejection of Kestorationism, (6) the reduction of Christi- 
anity from its Universality as the Religion of Redemption by the external- 
izing of the doctrine of the Church, and by the Augustinian doctrines of 
Original Sin and Predestination. 

§ 66. The Intermediate State—Common belief respecting Hades. Its 
regions (sinus Abrahae, ignis). Paradise — Tertullian’s opinion. Origen’s. 
Cyprian’s. Prevalent subsequent opinion. Its effect on the idea of Hades. 
Similar influence of belief in the descensus ad inferos. State of the 
wicked after death. Of the righteous — before Christ. After Christ — 
Earlier views. Origen’s. Later Fathers’. Opinion as to Martyrs. How 
extended. Augustine’s hypothesis of an ignis purgatorius. Its novelty. 
By whom made an article of faith. How stated and applied. Legendary 
representations. 

§ 67. The Resurrection. Millenarianism.— Early opponents of the 
doctrine of the resurrection. Writings in defence. Arguments. Form 
which the doctrine assumed (resurrectio carnis). Origen’s representa- 
tion. By whom accepted. What opinion prevailed? Doctrine of a 
double resurrection — by whom maintained. Chiliasm —Its chief ele- 
ments. To what extent prevalent in the Early Church. Its basis. By 
whom opposed. Its disappearance in the East. In the West. Was it 
ever a doctrine of the Church? 

§ 68. The Final State— The Judgment— Its import. ‘Time. Signs. 
Concomitants. Blessedness of the righteous. Punishment of the wicked 
[ General opinion]. 

§ 69. Future Punishment. — Its irreversibility well nigh universally held 
in the second century. Exception? Did any church teacher hold that 
the wicked ceased to exist [Ep. ad Diog., Justin, Irenaeus]? Annihila- 
tion not taught by any eminent teacher of the Ancient Church. Arnobius. 
By whom was Restorationism held [Origen, Gregory of Nyssa, Diodorus 
of Tarsus, Theodore of Mopsuestia. Suggested by Clement of Alex.; 
less definitely by Didymus of Alex., Titus of Bostra, Jerome, [elsewhere 
pleads ignorance]. Position of Gregory of Nazianzus, [suggests possibility 
of at least a partial restoration]. Augustine’s concession [nonnulli, imo 
quam plurimi]. Other indications. Examination of Origen’s Restora- 
tionism. (De Principiis (before a.p. 231), Hom. in Jeremiah, Cont. Cels.}. 
Opposition [Alexandria (a.pD. 231-32, 399), Jerusalem, Cyprus (399), 
Rome? (496), Antioch (c. 542), Justinian’s Letter to Mennas (543), The 





50 SYNOPSIS. 


fifteen Anathemas —by whom probably issued? Was Origen condemned 
by the Fifth Council? Ifso, for what? Jn Trullo (696)]. Belief of the 
Early Church in Christ’s descent into Hades to preach the gospel. Limi- 
tations, especially in the West, after Augustine. Different statements as 
to the extent and efficacy of this preaching. Corruption of Eechatology 
after Gregory I. Influence of the7doctrine of Purgatory. Superior moral 
earnestness of the Western Church. Mode in which the Universality of 
Christianity found expression. Elements of this truth obscured. 


CHAPTER Y.—The Ultimate Seurce and the Final Cause of 
Salvation. 
Ore €€ avvrov xat dt avrov xat eis abrév Ta mwavra. 

§ 70. The Divine Purpose of Salvation. Predestination and Election. 
Preliminary. — Began with the doctrine of God, and close with it. Arose 
last historically. Assumes definite form first with Augustine, and late 
with him. Belongs mainly to Western thought. Logical naturalness of 
this order. The aim of Christianity. Use of terms. Classification of 
opinions [Goodwin] — Subjects of Election. Ground. End. (Who, Why, 
To what). Five opinions— The Ecclesiastical view, the Arminian, the 
Augustinian, the National, Election in Christ to service (includes personal 
salvation, implies a kingdom or society). 

§ 71. To Augustine. — Clement of Rome. The Ignatian Epistles. 
Shepherd of Hermas. Epistle to Diognetus. Justin. Irenaeus. Later 
Greek Fathers. The Early Latin Fathers. Influence of the Western 
doctrine of Original Sin and consequent limitation of freedom. 

§ 72. Augustine’s teaching.—His earlier view [putans fidem qua in deum 
credimus, non esse donum dei, sed a nobis esse in nobis. ... Non ergo 
elegit deus opera cujusquam in praescientia, quae ipse daturus est; sed 
fidem elegit in praescientia, ut quem sibi crediturum esse praescivit, ipsum 
elegerit, cui spiritum sanctum daret, ut bona operando, etiam eternam 
vitam consequeretur. Nondum diligentius quaesiveram, nec adhuc in- 
veneram qualis sit electio gratiae]. Change of opinion apparent in De 
diversis quaestionibus ad Simplicianum, A.D. 397 [Quaeritur autem, utrum 
vel fides mereatur hominis justificationem ; an vero nec fidei merita prae- 
cedant misericordiam dei, sed et fides ipsa inter dona gratiae numera- 
tur. ... Nemo enim credit qui non vocatur. — Sed si vocatio ista ita est 
efficatrix bonae voluntatis, ut omnis eam vocatus sequatur, quomodo 
verum erit, Multi vocati, pauci electt? ... Tili enim electi, qui congruenter 
vocati. ... Cujus autem miseretur, sic eum vocat, quomodo sit ei congru- 
ere, ut vocantem non respuat.— Cf. Augustine’s statement in De Dono 
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Perseverantiae, A.D. 429: Quod plenius sapere coepi in eg disputatione, 
quam scripsi ad beatae memoriae Simplicianum episcopum Mediolanensis 
Ecclesiae, in mei episcopatus exordio, quando et initium fidei donum dei 
esse cognovi, et asserui]. Completion of change of view shown in De 
correptione et gratia, A.D. 427 [Subventum est igitur infirmitati voluntatis 
humanae, ut divina gratia indeclinabilter et inseparabiliter (al. insu- 
perabiliter] ageretur; et ideo, quamvis infirma, non tamen deficeret, 
neque adversitate aliqua vinceretur. Haec de his loquor, qui praedes- 
tinati sunt in regnum dei, quorum ita certus est numierus, ut nec ad- 
datur eis quisquam, nec minuatur ex eis]; in Liber de Praedestinatione 
Sanctorum, A.D. 428 [Ecce quare dixi superius, hoc apostolico prae- 
cipue testimonio [1 Cor. iv. 7] etiam me ipsum fuisse convictum: cum de 
hac re aliter saperem; quam mihi deus in hac quaestione solvenda, cum 
ad episcopum Simplcianum, sicut dixi, scriberem, revelavit. — Fides 
igitur, et inchoata, et perfecta, donum dei est.—Appareat itaque nobis in 
nostro capite ipse fons gratiae, unde secundum uniuscujusque mensuram 
se per cuncta ejus membra diffundit. Ea gratia fit ab initio fidei suae 
homo quicumque christianus, qua gratia homo ille ab initio suo factus est 
Christus, de ipso Spiritu et hic donatus, de quo est ille natus; eodem 
Spiritu fit in nobis remissio peccatorum, quo Spiritu factum est ut nullum 
haberet ille peccatum. Haec se Deus esse facturum profecto praescivit 
Ipsa est igitur praedestinatio sanctorum, quae in Sancto sanctorum 
maxime claruit.— Intelligamus ergo vocationem qua fiunt electi: non 
qui eliguntur quia crediderunt, sed qui eliguntur ut credant] ; in De Dono 
Persev. a.D. 429 [Si autem utrumque [i.e. initium fidei, finis fidei] dei 
donum est, et haec dona sua (quod negare quis potest 7) daturum se esse 
praescivit; praedestinatio praedicanda est, ut possit vera, dei gratia, hoc 
est, quae non secundum merita nostra datur, insuperabili munitione defeni 
di]. Final doctrine involves change of opinion, logical development, sharp- 
ening of statement. Causes of this change and development: Ezegetical 
studies, especially of Pauline Epp. in connection with religious experience 
[Account of conversion in Confessions, A.D. 886.— Subsequent retirement 
and studies (bapt. 887, Presbyter 891, Bp. 395) — Special texte (1 Cor. 
iv. 7, Rom. v. 12, ix. 6 sqq., Phil, ii. 18)]. Controversies [with Manichae- 
ans (388-404), Donatists (8938-420), Pelagians and Semi-Pelagians (412- 
429). Probable difference between the earlier and later influence of his 
contest with Manichaeism. Relation of his Predestinarianism to his doc- 
trine of the Church. Believed in the primariness of grace and in the neces- 
sity of the church as its channel, and the two beliefs interacted, yet the 
former was not imported into his mind in order to prove the latter, but 
was original and fundamental. The Pelagian Controversy]; Phtlosoph- 
ical principles [Augustine's philosophical history — Manichaeism, Platon- 
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ism, Neo-Platonism. First awakening to philosophy (Hortensius) — Et 
hoc solum me in tanta flagrantia refrangebat, quod nomen Christi non 
erat ibi.— Recent translation of Plato’s works. First effect of contact 
with Manichaeism. Helped from Scepticism by Platonism — objective 
- truth, — all things from God (inveneram incommutabilem et veram veri- 
tatis aeternitatem, supra mentem meam commutabilem. — certus esse te ; 

. caetera vero ex te esse omnia, hoc solo firmissimo documento, quia 
sunt); evil no substance but perversion of will, defect of good (Kt quaesivi 
quid esset iniquitas, et non inveni substantiam: sed a summa substantia, 
te Deo. detortae in infima voluntatis perversitatem. — Cum omnino natura 
nulla sit malum, nomenque hoc non sit nisi privationis boni.— Nemo igitur 
quaerat efficientem causam malae voluntatis: non enim est efficiens, sed 
deficiens ; quia nec illa effectio est, sed defectio. Deficere namnque ab 
eo quod summe est, ad id quod minus est, hoc est incipere habere volun- 
tatem malam)]. Further definition [praedestinatio est gratiae praepara- 
tio, gratia vero jam ipsa donatio, — gratia vero est ipsius praedestinationis 
effectus — pradeestinatio est, quae sine fraescientia non potest esse : potest 
autem esse sine praedestinatione praescientia. Predestinatione quippe 
deus ea praescivit, quae fuerat ipse facturus: unde dictum est, Fecit quae 
futura sunt (Isai. xlv, see Lxx). Prescire autem potens est etiam quae 
ipse non facit ; sicut quaecumque peccata]. Nota double predestination. 
Produces a specific effect [caritas, dilectio, bona voluntas, ea fides quae 
per dilectionem operatur]. Stages in the process of grace and predesti- 
nation [gratia praeveniens, praeparans; operans ; cooperans ; perficiens, 
donum perseverantiae]. Pelagian theory. 

§ 78. The Semi-Pelagian Doctrine, and the later Augustinianis.— The De 
Vocatione Omnium Gentium. Rejection of unconditional Predestipation. 
[See Synopsis, § 60, p. 47] Synod of Arles, c. 475 a.p. [Epistola Fausti: 
anathema illi qui ... cum sine gratia dei liberari posse crediderit ; illi, 
qui hominem cum fideli confessione solenniter baptizatum, et asserentem 
catholicam fidem, et postmodum per diversa hujus mundi oblectamenta 
prolapsum, in Adam et originale peccatum periisse asseruit; illi, qui per 
dei praescientiam in mortem deprimi hominem dixerit ; illi, qui dixerit, 
illum qui periit, non accepisse ut salvus esse posset; id est, de baptizato, 
vel de illius aetatis pagano, qui credere potuit et noluit; illi qui dixerit 
quod vas contumeliae non possit assurgere, ut sit vas in honorem; ili qui 
dixerit, quod Christus non pro omnibus mortuus sit, nec omnes salvos esse 
velit. — Lucidi ... Libellus ad Episcopos: damno vobiscum sensum illum, 
qui dicit humanae obedientiae laborem divinae gratiae non esse jungen- 
dum. Qui dicit post primi hominis lapsum ex toto arbitrium voluntatis 
extinctum. Qui dicit quod Christus et salvator noster mortem non pro 


SYNOPSIS. 58 


omnium salute susceperit. Qui dicit quod praescientia dei hominem 
violenter compellat ad mortem, vel quod cam dei pereant voluntate qui 
pereunt. Qui dicit quod post acceptum legitime baptismum in Adam 
moriatur quicumque deliquerit. Qui dicit alios deputatos ad mortem, alios 
ad vitam praedestinatos. Qui dicit ab Adam usque ad Christum nullos 
ex gentibus per primam dei gratiam, id est per legem naturae, in adven- 
tum Christi fuisse salvatos, eo quod liberum arbitrium in primo parente 
perdiderint. Qui dicit patriarchas ac prophetar, vel summos quosque 
sanctorum, etiam ante redemptionis tempora, intra paradisum deguisse. 
... Ita autem assero gratiam dei ut annisum hominis et conatum gratiae 
semper adjungam, et libertatem voluntatis humanae non extinctam, sed 
attenuatam et infirmatam esse pronunciem: et periclitari eum qui salvus 
est, et eum qui periit potuisse salvare. ... Et quia in tantis rebus consci- 
entiae satisfaciendum, memini me ante dixisse, quod Christus pro his tan- 
tum, quos credituros praescivit, advenisset. ... Nunc vero sacrorum testi- 
moniorum auctoritate, quae abunde per spatia divinarum inveniuntur scrip- 
turarum, ex seniorum doctrina ratione patefacta, libens fateor Chnstum 
etiam pro perditis adveniese, quia eodem nolente perierunt. Neque 
enim fas est circa eos solum qui videntur esse salvati, immensae divitias 
bonitatis ac Leneficia divina concludi. ... Assero etiam, per rationem et 
ordinem saeculorum alios lege gratiae. alios lege Moysi, alios lege naturae, 
quam deus in omninum cordibue scripsit, in spe adventus Christi fuisse 
salvatos: tamen ex initio mundi ab originali nexu, nisi intercessione sacri 
sanguinis non absolutos]. 

Synod of Valence, 529, a.p. Synod of Orange 529, a.p. [Quod viribus 
naturae bonum aliquid, quod ad salutem pertineat, cogitare aut eligere 
sine gratia non postimus. — Quod per Jiberum arbitrium ad gratiam bap- 
tismi pervenire nullus possit—Tales nos amat deus. quales futuri sumus 
ipsius dono, non quales sumus nostro merito.— Jam hic enim erat lex, et 
non justificabat: jam hic erat et natura, et non justificabat. Ideo Christus 
non gratis mortuus est.— Nemo habet de suo, nisi mendacium et peccatum. 
— Prorsus donum dei est diligere deum. Ipse ut diligeretur dedit, qui non 
dilectus «iligit. — Hoc etiam secundum fidem catholicam credimus, quod 
accepta per baptismum gratia, omnes baptizati, Christo auxiliante ct co- 
operante, quae ad salutem animae pertinent, possint et debexnt, si fideliter 
laborare voluerint, adimplere. Aliquos vero ad malum divina potestate 
praedestinatos esse, non solum non credimus, sed etiam si sunt, qui tantum 
malum credere velint, cum omni detestatione illis anathema dicimus. Hoc 
etiam salubriter profitemur et credimus, quod in omni opere bono, non nos 
incipimus, et postea per dei misericordiam adjuvamur ; sed ipse nobis nullis 
precedentibus bonis meritis, et fidem et amorem sui prius inspirat, ut et 
baptismi sacramenta fideliter requiramus, et post baptismum cum ipsius 
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adjutorio ea quae sibi sunt placita implere posssimus]. Confirmed by 
Boniface IT. 980 or 581 ap. ‘The ecclesiastical result. Form in which 
the doctrine passed over to the Mediaeval Era. Double predestination 
taught by some teachers. Baptismal grace. Influence of Monasticism. 


APPENDIX. 
I. 
THE OLD ROMAN SYMBOL. 
(Probably before A.D. 140.) 


Tiorevw eis Oedv warépa mavroxparopa. 
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If. 
THE SYMBOL OF CAESAREA. 


(Read by Eusebius at Nicaea, asthe Creed used in his own training 
as a Catechumen and at his Baptism.) 
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1 xpivew, Epist. Marc. 2 xal els 7d Ayiov xveipa, Ib. 
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THE NICENE CONFESSION. 
(A.D. 325.) 

Ilurrevopev eis Eva Oedv warépa wavroxparopa, ravtwy épaTav re Kal 

o ” “ o~ “~ 
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Tperrov 7% GAXNowrov Tov vidv TOU Oeod, dvabepariler  KaBoALKy éxxAn- 
cia. 
IV. 
THE NICENE-CONSTANTINOPOLITAN SYMBOL. 
(A.D. 381.) 
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KL TAPEVTA KAL GVATTAVTG TH TPLTY NEPA Kara Tas ypadas, 
> aA > , ‘ , 3 rad “A , A 4 > , 
eis TOUS Otpavols, Kat KaOeLopuevov éx Se€iwv Tov mwarpos, Kal wadw €pxo- 
Q , a wn ‘ 4 e ‘ol U > ” 
pevov pera. Sogys xpivat Cavtas Kat vexpovs* ov THs BactAeas ovK eorat 
4 ‘ 2 N aA “ @ N , sy 4 Q ° “~ 
ré\cs. Kai eis ro wvetpa TO dyiov, TO K’ptov, TO CworroLoV, TO EK TOU 
TATPOS EKTOPEVOMEVOV, TO TVV TATPL KAL VIO TLYUTPOTKUVOUPEVOY Kal OUV- 
” a“ “ U ec °F ‘ 
dofafcuevor, ro AaAjcav 8a Tov mpodyTav. eis play, dylav, KaBoALKHY 
\ 3 Q 3 4 e a 4 / > »* e 
kai dooToAuKyy éxxAynoiav. dpoAoyotpev ev Barricpa eis adeoww dpap- 
“~ nw “A ‘ \ “~ 4 aA 
Tv, tpoodoKapev avdoracw vexpov Kat Cwyv Tov péAXAovTOS aiwvos. 
> , 
Apnyv. 
1 Al, év tH yi" 
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APPENDIX. 


Vv. 
CHRONOLOGICAL ‘TABLE OF AUTHORS AND WRITINGS.} 


1. Apostolic Fathors. Literature 

of the Sub-Apostolic Church. 

Clement of Rome, Epistle of, c. 96 
(85-115). 

Barnabas, Epistle of, c. 75? (70-79), e: 
119 (70-152). 

Didaché c. 100 (50-190). 

Ignatius, ¢ 107-116 (107-c. 138). 

Polycarp, t 155, 156, 166. 

“Epistle of, c. 110 or 111 (197- 
117). 

Clement, Second Epistle of (= A Hom- 
ily, Author unknown) wr. not later 
than 140 (120-160). . 

Hermas, Shepherd of, c. 140 (97-145). 

Papias, Fragments from, c. 135, (125- 
140) prior to c. 150. 

The Elders, Fragments from (preserved 
by Irenaeus), prior to c. 150. 
Epistle to Diognetus, before 140? 

-310). 


(170 


2. Ebionites, Gnostics, Montanists. 

The Nazarenes. _ 

Pharisaic Ebionites. 

Philosophising Ebionites [Colossian, 
Elkesaite (Alcibiades’ arrival at 
Rome 220-230), Clementine (Hom- 
ilies, Recognitions) original, 2d half 
of 2d century, worked over in 3d 
century ?)] 


Dositheus ? 

Simon Magus ? 

Simon of Gitta? (second century ?) 

Menander 

Cerinthns c. 88. (Ephesus, Syria 2) 

Saturninus (Saturnilus) c. 125 (An- 
tioch. ) 

Carpocrates. 


Ophites (Caiuites, Naassenes, Peratae, 
Sethites, Justin). 

Basilides, c. 120 (Alexandria). 

Valentinus, c. 130 (Alexandria, Cy- 
prus, c. 140-c, 156, or later, at 
Rome). . 

Ptolemaeus 


Heracleon G. 170. 


Cerdon, came to Rome c. 137-141. 
Marcion, came to Rome c. 138. 


Tatian [Gnostic after Justin’s death. | 
Bardesanes, t 223 (Edessa). 


Montannsg, c. 157—. 
Prisca (Priscilla). 
Maximilla. 
Tertullian (became a Montanist c. 
199-203). | 
3. Greek Apologists of the Second 
Century. 
Quadratus, c. 125. 
Aristides, c 140-145. 

Justin Martyr, fc. 165 (163-167). 
Writings, c. 150 (147-166, 1388-167). 
Tatian, Oratio, 152-153, Diatessaron, c. 

170 ¢died c. 180). 
Athenagoras, c. 177. 
Theophilus of Antioch, 180-181. 


4. Later Greek Fathers and 
Teachers. 

Irenaeus, t c. 2027 [born c. 126-130 (c. 
120-187); Adv. Haer. c. 180 (c. 175- 
189)]. 

Hippolytus ft 235 ? (190-235). 

ALEXANDRIAN SCHOOL. 

Clement of Alexandria f ¢. 215? 2202 
(Head of the Alex. School c. 190- 
203). 


1 See Synopsis, pp. 18-19, for Monarchians, and ‘pp. 30-82 for fuller list of 


leaders in the Arian controversy 
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Origen, 253 (185-) 
Heraclas, t 248. 
Dionysius, t 265. 
Theognostus, c. 2487 265? 
Achillas, ¢ 312. 

Pierius, c. 282. 

Peter, ft 811. 

Didymus, t 395. 


ANTIOCHIAN SCHOOL. 

Lucian, f 311. 

Diodorus, t ec. 394. 

*Chrysostom, t 407. 

Theodore of Mopsuestia, t c. 428. 
Theodoret, t 457. 

Nestorius, t c. 440. 


Arius, t 336. 

Eusebius of Nicomedia, tf c. 342. 
Macedonius, 341-360. 
Photinus, t not before 364. 
Acacius, ¢ 366. 

Eunomius, f c. 396. 


Gregory Thaumaturgus, ¢ after 264. 


Dionysius of Rome, t 269. 
Methodius, t 312. 

Alexander of Alexandria, t 325-26. 
Eusebius of Caesarea, ¢ 340. 
*Athanasius, ¢ 373 (c. 296-) 
Ephrem Syrus, ft c. 373. 

*Basil, t 379 (c. 329-) 

Cyril of Jerusalem, t 386. 
Marcellus of Ancyra, ft c. 389, 390. 


*Gregory of Nazianzus, f c. 390 (c. 325-) 


Gregory of Nyssa, t 394 (c. 331-) 
Apollinaris of Laodicea, t¢ c. 382. 
Epiphanius, t 403 (c. 310-). 
Cyril of Alexandria, t 444. 
Dioscorus, t 454. 

Leontius of Byzantium, 485-543. 


John of Damascus, t c. 754 (c. 700-) 


Nx0-PLATONIC AND MYSTICAL. 
Synesius, ¢ after 415 (c. 375-) 
Aeneas. of Gaza, c. 487. 


Severus of Antioch, ¢ c. 539. 
Julian of Halicarnassus, c. 539. 
Sophronius of Jerusalem, 635. 
Sergius of Constantinople, ¢ 638. 
Cyrus of Alexandria, ¢ c. 641. 
Maximus the Confessor, t 662. 


5. Latin Apologists, Fathers, and 
Teachers. 


M. Minucius Felix, c. 166% c, 2802 
Tertullian, | 220-40 (c. 160 ?-) 
Cyprian ¢ 258 (c. 200 ?-) 
Novatian, c. 256. 

Arnobius, t not before 303. 
Lactantius, ft c. 330. 

Hilary of Pictavium, t 368. 
*Ambrose, t 397 (c. 340-~) 
Rufinus, f c. 410 (c. 345-) 
*Jerome, t 420 (c. 346). 
*Augustine, tf 430 (354-), 


Pelagius, t after 424. 
Coelestius, t after 481. 
Julian of Eclanum, + before 455. 


Marius Mercator, c. 429. 
Hilarius Prosper, 428. 
Prosper, ¢ c. 455. 
Leo I., the Great, ¢ 461. 
Avitus, ft 523, 
Fulgentius, ¢ 533. 
Caesarius, ¢ 542. 


Cassian, t 440-450 (b. 350-360), 
Vincent of Lirinum, tf c. 450. 
Arnobius Junior, t after 459. 
Faustus of Riez (Rhegium) fc. 485. 
Gennadius Massiliensis, t after 495. 


*Gregory I., the Great, t 604 (c. 540-) 
Cassiodorus, t c. 570? (c. 470-) 
Isidore of Seville t 636. 

Honorius I., ¢ 638. 

Martin I. ¢ 655. 

Agatho, ft 682. 


Pseudo-Dyonisius Areopagita, writ- Bede, t 735 (673-) 


ings of, c. 532, (480-520). 











ADDITIONS AND CORRECTIONS. 
PAGE 
2, line 33, after Loofs, add Seeberg, Fisher. 


3, 1. 5, for Christianity read the Christian Faith. 

5, 1. 16, insert B. before Chief ;— +b. read characteristics ;— 1. 31, 

read xjnoovrat, 

7, 1. 6, read ravra. 

8, 1. 29, read éxAexroi. 

9, 1. 6, read Kat ruvs zpopyras b€ ayaraper. 

0, 1. 11, read (1d) edayyéAtov(?), (70) arooroAucov. Supply BiBriLov; 

—J]. 18, omit period before Scriptural. 

11, 1. 37, read potentiorem. 

14-16, read §§25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31. 

16, 1. 5, after mundi insert ; sed substantia creatrix mundi ;— 1]. 6, 
read spatia; 1. 35, for passion read Person. 

17, 1. 23, read oravpwhévra ;—1. 31, read pev. 

]. 42, read BovAerar. 

20, 1. 6, read zravra 3é nv év aire ;—]. 9, insert — before Kai;—], 34, 
insert ; before conditus ;—1. 41, read subsistentem ;—7b. 
insert — before ipsa. 

21, 1. 7, quoniam ;— }. 13. read ex before ipso;—1. 15, insert — 
before the first Aporrhoea;—+5. insert — before 
aTravyac 10. 

22,1. 16, read 76 épeornxévar ;—al. cad” éavrdv ;—tb. tH dvrodAdyw ;— 
1. 18, read atvrocogia;— 1. 23, insert , before rov ;— 
]. 40, read ryros ro. 

23, 1. 8, insert — after aira.; — lines 14-16, transpose to 1]. 8 cita- 
tions from Sic to est, and insert them after aira.— ; — 
], 16. omit —;—1. 20, read Otros dé ;—I1. 40, transpose 
first vy to ]. 39. 

25, 1. 11, read tXaornpov ;—I. 12, read drapxyv;—l]. 18, read codiar. 

26,1]. 11, read capax; 1. 14, read igne ;—I. 15, read igne. 

27,1. 4. read aidiryre ; — 1. 14, read viov ;—1b. read véa.—1. 19, 
érvyéyovev. 

28, 1. 35, read codiar. 

30, column 2, add Lucius (Adrianople in Thrace), 348 ;— col. 3: 
]. 17, read 339. Antioch. f 

32, col. 8, 1. 4, read 857 ;—1. 15, read Nice (in Thrace). 

33, 1. 38, read yervnpdruv. 

34, 1. 25, read Philippopolis ;—1. 39, read IlavAov. 

35, 1. 20, read ovvdiarpiBovra ;—]. 36, for Geov read vidv. 

36, |. 23, read airod ; — 1. 29, read war’; —1. 31, for tod povoyevois 
Tov €k TOU waTpos yeyevnwerns read év 7H arpi voovpérys 
obcias onpatvoupérys, Kat THs Cus THS TOU povoyevods THs 
€x TOU TaTpos yeyevvnwevyns ;—l. 83. read ovoia;—tb. omit 
tov ;—l. 35, for 559 read 359 ;—]. 40, read ro. 

1. 11, after otoias insert dvoya ;—], 28, read cuvvraxovopevyy. 

8, 1. 11, read rov. 

39, 1. 7, for Semi-Arians read Homoeans. 

43, 1. 23, after empire insert , monasticism ; — 1. 29, before Atten- 

dance insert Call and Purpose. 
4, 1. 6, for Justinian read Justin. 
50, 1. 38, for sit read scit. 
1. 26, read Augustinians. 
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